NOTES 

CONCERNING 

NORWICH  CASTLE, 


FROM 


A MANUSCRIPT  VOLUME 


OF  THE 


COLLECTIONS 


OF 


MR.  JOHN  jKIRKPATRICK, 


IN  THE  POSSESSION  OF 

WILLIAM  HERRING,  Esq. 


LONDON: 

PRINTED  BY  J.  L.  COX  & SONS,  75,  GREAT  QUEEN  STREET, 
LINCOLN’S-INN- FIELDS. 


1836 


CONTENTS. 


PAGE 

Of  the  Castle  of  Norwich  1 

Description  of  the  Castle  3 

Battlements  taken  down^  A.D.  1707 5 

Antiquity  of  the  Castle  8 

Occupation  from  the  Conquest  19 

Gaol  in  Castle  Temp.  Hen.  Ill 21 

Dilapidation  of  Castle^  45th  Edward  III 24 

Castle  Guard  Services : 

From  Bishop  of  Norwich  26 

From  Abbey  of  Bury 30 

From  Ely 45 

From  St.  Bennett’s  in  the  Holme  54 

Other  Castle  Guard  Services 59 

Castle  Guard  Rents 60 

Other  Services  due  to  the  Castle  65 

Rents  de  Alba  Firma  70 

Prises  71 

Gifts 73 

Of  the  Chapel  75 

Of  the  Franchises  of  the  Castle  76 

Loss  of  Franchises  84 

Of  the  Shire  House 93 

Of  the  Ditches  of  the  Castle  99 

Of  the  Market 104 

Of  the  Wardens  and  Constables 105 

Of  the  Constables Ill 


\ **t  ' -s  , . 

-'.V:  v: 

>’r  ■ ’ V 5 :’■; 

'<*C(  ' ; 

.'  ■ ■ /■•  : 
>.  f "Jf  ,'::vH 

, •;■  ■:" 

. . . — ...  ' ^kw> ' ’ ’lifi  .;» i • r 

■.  « . ■ , , ^ , .1  ..I / ■■■'..,  . .. 

><»ri 

‘/i  ' 

,.  [r  ^ : 

. •....’ ...  - :/  /'h  ;'  uU 

'4*.  . ...  . 1 . . V .,1  ,ii»Vv  ,1  • U'.fi?  \i;{;‘i:LV.t 

_ ■■  ■ ■'-■  \ .l.;,/;-^’)'  • 

. ...  ........4.-...  .\.  Ul  'fA'I  ■ •SfV 

- l<y  ' .-mj  ^ ' 

. ' ’-'  . ’.^  ■ ';f :!4;t 

;y:x>-  ^ . - v.,  ,,^ ; :.;**■  ^ \ 

-:./•»  . 


/ V{ 


' <V..' 

- f 


■ .'  . V . 

V 


T^T' ':  * ya^K-y.:"^ 


l.'^ 


>:V.^A,  'S. ....: 

.V-.  ,;■•■  “.  •■>.:- 

«>'  ,W'  ? 


;.— >J 


...  ..  ^.. 

/ ;i' 

:ii  ^ ■ :.;  lO 

y-r 

.llfj'fei'  ‘w. 

.’  . I . ' .i,'^  ^ 


'1'  V 


^ i '>;  i i^V 


' 4 ^ 


' V - ^ 


KIRKPATRICK’S 

NOTES 


CONCERNING 


NO  RWICH  CASTLE. 


Of  the  Castle  of  Norwich^ 

In  the  heart  of  the  city  almost,  stands  the 
Castle,  an  ancient  structure  built  on  a hill,  which 
is  seated  in  a certain  ground  called  now  vulgarly 
the  Castle  Dykes,  and  written  (correctly  as  com- 
monly supposed)  the  Castle  and  Fee,^  instead  of 
the  Castle  fee,  or  fee  of  the  Castle,  in  Latin 
Feodum  Castellif  which  signifies  the  land  be- 
longing to  the  Castle,  for  so  the  word  feodum  or 
fee  was  used.  This  land  was  called  ‘‘  Castel 
Londf  13th  and  15th  Richard  IL,  which  ground 
is  almost  square,  but  wants  of  a complete  rectangle 

[*  Evidently  Castellan  Fee.] 
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at  the  north-west  part,  being  rounded  off,  and  also 
at  the  opposite  south-east  part,  which  is  also  a 
deficient  angle  and  irregular.  The  Hill  is  not  in 
the  midst,  but  nearest  the  north-west  part  of  the 
said  fee,  whereof  on  the  east  side  of  the  Hill  is  a 
large  square  ground,  incompassed  on  the  north- 
east and  south  sides  with  houses,  and  lies  with  a 
descent  eastward.  This  part  is  usually  called  the 
Castle  Meadow,  and,  49th  Edward  III.,  was  also 
named  the  ‘‘  Castel  Medew.”  Here,  at  fair  times, 
Whitsuntide  and  Trinity,  are  sold  neat  cattle. 

In  ancient  time  the  Hill  was  not  circular,  as  it 
may  at  first  sight  seem,  and  as  it  has  been  usually 
described,  but  was  very  near  of  a square  form,  as  is 
still  plainly  to  be  seen  ; the  foursides  of  it  represent- 
ing the  four  cardinal  points  of  the  compass,  though 
of  late  years  two  of  the  angles  have  been  spoiled 
in  part  by  foot-paths  made  ; the  north-east  angle 
chiefly,  which  in  part  was  defaced  in  the  time  of  the 
civil  wars  by  making  a horn-work  or  platform  for 
cannon,  with  a breast- work  at  the  foot  of  the  Hill 
there  ; but  in  A.D.  1721,  much  more  spoiled  by 
an  unnecessary  large  road  made  there  for  coaches 
and  carts  to  go  up  and  down  the  Hill ; and  the 
south-west  angle  also  by  footpaths  and  by  digging 
of  sand,  which  has  caused  much  of  the  Hill  there 
to  fall  down. 
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Dimensions  of  the  top  of  the  Hill. 

[A  blank  left,  not  filled  up  in  the  Manuscript.] 

The  Castle,  or  indeed  the  Keep  of  the  Castle, 
(for  the  whole  top  of  the  Hill  or  Castle-yard,  when 
walled  round  about,  together  with  all  the  works 
belonging  to  it,  was  called  the  Castle)  stands  not 
in  the  midst  of  the  Hill,  but  near  the  south-west 
corner  of  it. 

Description  of  the  Castle.,  and  Dimensions. 

[A  blank  left  in  the  Manuscript.] 

Anciently  the  top  of  the  Hill  or  Castle-yard  was 
incompassed  on  all  sides  by  a strong  wall,  fortified 
with  diverse  towers  built  of  brick  and  stone,  the 
bricks  very  large,  a good  piece  of  which  remains 
still  on  the  south-side;  but  the  earth  on  the  outside 
of  it  is  settled,  or  washed  away  lower  than  the 
foundation  of  it.  To  this  piece  of  wall  the  jailor’s 
house  on  the  Hill  now  adjoins,  also  part  of  a tower 
which  jutted  out  semicircularly  I have  often  seen 
there  till  A.D.  1707  ; it  was  beaten  down  when  the 
east  part  of  that  house  was  new  built.  No  entrance 
could  be  had  to  the  Castle  or  top  of  the  Hill  but 
by  the  Castle-gate  only,  which  was  on  the  bridge, 
and  was  inclosed  with  a high  wall  on  each  side, 
and  on  the  midst  of  it  was  the  gate  vaulted  over, 
and  with  a lofty  and  strong  tower  upon  it. 
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Battlements 
taken  down 
1707. 


The  Castle  is  one  of  the  great  ornaments  of 
the  city,  and  whilst  the  walls  and  towers  were 
standing  around  the  Castle-yard,  they  certainly 
rendered  it  the  grandest  ornament  here,  and  the 
more  from  its  high  situation,  whereby  it  was  so 
conspicuous  (as  the  Castle  itself  still  is)  not  only 
to  travellers  who  were  coming  to  the  city,  at  some 
miles  distance  from  it,  but  also  in  the  market- 
place, and  in  many  streets  of  the  city,  above  the 
tops  of  the  houses.  A great  part  of  the  said  walls 
(without  doubt  much  decayed  by  time  before)  were 
thrown  down  by  engines  into  the  ditch,  in  the  time 
of  the  great  Rebellion,  when  they  made  the  plat- 
form before-mentioned  on  the  east  side  of  the  Hill. 
But  there  was  much  of  the  walls  standing  after- 
wards on  the  west  and  north  sides  of  the  Hill,  in 
the  memory  of  ancient  men : and  I remember 
when  a boy  to  have  seen  many  of  the  large  bricks 
scattered  about  on  the  outside  of  the  Hill,  and 
A.D.  1721, 1 saw  the  foundation  of  the  wall  very 
fair  at  the  north-east  corner,  when  the  new  large 
way  was  there  made. 

But  of  late  years  the  beauty  of  the  Castle  itself 
was  much  impaired  in  about  A.D.  1707,  by  taking 
down  the  battlements  of  it,  which  was  done  with 
no  small  labour  and  expense,  to  save  the  charge  of 
repairing  them,  and  also  to  have  the  freestone  of 
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them  for  the  repairing  the  ancient  cracks  or  clefts 
which  were  in  it,  from  the  top  down  to  the  midst, 
and  lower  in  the  east  and  south  sides  of  it,  and  for 
other  repairs. 

It  is  firmly  believed  by  the  generality  of  the 
common  people  of  the  city,  that  those  clefts  were 
made  in  the  castle  by  the  earthquake  which  hap- 
pened at  the  crucifixion  of  our  Saviour.  But  I 
have  found  tradition  so  very  false,  not  only  in  this, 
but  many  other  things  relating  to  the  ancient 
affairs  of  the  city,  that  I must  from  experience  say 
tradition  is  a liar : And  as  to  this  particular,  the 
evident  reason  of  those  clefts  was,  because  the 
Castle  was  built  so  near  the  brink  of  the  hill,  that 
by  its  own  weight  it  settled  and  cracked. 

As  for  the  Hill,  it  may  be  observed,  that  it  is 
partly  natural  and  partly  artificial,  for  the  high 
ground  or  hill  which  is  on  the  west  side  of  the 
river,  and  beginning  near  Carrow  on  the  south, 
runs  northward  into  the  city  unto  the  Castle-hill, 
which  in  old  time  was  the  extremity  of  it,  in  the 
manner  of  a promontory,  which  was  very  steep 
here  on  all  sides,  except  the  south,  where  it 
joined  to  the  rest  of  the  high  ground,  and  was 
therefore  well  fitted  by  nature  to  be  easily  fortified, 
which  was  done  by  separating  from  the  rest  of  it  so 
much  as  they  thought  requisite  for  the  Castle,  by 
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making  a prodigious  large  and  deep  ditch  on  that 
side,  over  which,  for  necessary  communication, 
was  built  the  fine  and  large  Stone  Bridge  above 
mentioned.  And  also  they  continued  the  Ditch 
round  about  the  foot  of  the  hill  in  the  low  ground, 
throwing  the  earth  outwards,  which  made  a bank 
about  the  ditch  on  all  sides,  though  not  half  so 
high  on  any  part  as  that  next  mentioned  on  the 
south  side ; but  so  that  on  all  sides,  the  bottom  of 
the  Ditch  was  of  equal  depth  from  the  top  of  the 
Hill;  and  again  for  better  security,  they  left  a bank 
of  earth  of  about  twenty  yards  broad,  and  in  length 
from  east  to  west,  about  yards,  which 

they  raised  higher  than  the  rest  of  the  Hill  that 
laid  further  southwards,  and  made  so  steep  on  both 
sides,  and  so  narrow  on  the  top,  that  no  great  num- 
ber of  men  could  possibly  stand  thereon  to  assault 
the  Castle.  This  still  is  evident  in  that  part  of  the 
bank  which  lies  to  the  eastward  of  the  bridge,  but 
the  top  of  the  part  which  is  to  the  westward  of 
it  has  been  in  the  memory  of  man  thrown  down, 
made  much  lower,  and  more  level  or  plain,  and 
the  form  of  it  quite  altered  by  cart-ways  made 
through  it,  and  by  the  uttermost  ditch  of  it  being 
filled  up,  &c.  But  beyond  this  they  also  made  a 
second  ditch  in  like  manner  further  southward, 
over  which  no  bridge  is  now  to  be  seen.  But  a 
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Bridge  there  was  anciently,  because  on  the  Hill 
which  is  without  the  second  ditch,  and  opposite 
to  the  Stone  Bridge,  did  formerly  stand  the  Shire 
House,  with  which  there  must  have  been  a direct 
communication.  And  besides,  the  church  of  St. 
John  of  Timberhill,  which  is  at  a further  distance 
southward,  is  called  in  ancient  writings,  St.  John’s 
before  the  Castle-gate ; and  several  old  evidences 
belonging  to  the  cathedral  church,  mention  lands 
and  houses  before  the  gate  of  the  Castle,  in  the 
parish  of  St.  Martin  of  Bailly. 

Another  bridge  therefore  there  was,  but  whereas 
now  not  so  much  as  the  ruins  of  it  are  to  be  seen, 
I suppose  it  was  made  of  timber ; or  as  to  the 
large  pieces  of  old  walls  which  lie  now  in  the 
second  ditch,  whereof  one  is  pitched  so  perpen- 
dicular or  upright  on  an  end,  that  it  might  be 
supposed  to  have  been  built  there;  yet  upon 
information  from  ancient  persons,  I find  those 
pieces  did  stand  on  the  Hill,  near  the  north  side 
of  that  ditch,  and  the  ground  settling,  or  being 
undermined  to  dig  sand,  they  fell  down  into  it. 
These  walls,  when  standing,  did  seem  to  have 
been  part  of  a great  gate  and  tower,  which  stood 
here  at  the  end  of  the  walls  of  the  bridge, 
which  probably  were  continued  further  south 
than  now  they  are,  and  ran  across  the  bank 
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Alexander 

NeviU. 


which  lies  between  the  two  ditches  unto  the 
said  wooden  bridge. 

And  if  you  observe  the  largest  of  those  pieces 
of  wall,  it  is  evident  it  could  not  be  built  in  the 
ditch  where  it  lies,  because  the  courses  of  the 
mortar  and  stones  of  it  do  run  parallel  with  the 
perpendicular  of  its  height,  which,  if  it  had  been 
built  there,  must  have  been  parallel  with  the 
horizon,  as  it  is  in  all  buildings. 

Antiquity  of  the  Castle. 

The  city  of  Norwich  as  well  as  the  Castle  thereof, 
according  to  Alexander  Nevill,  owes  its  original 
to  Gurguntus,  the  son  of  Belinus,  the  twenty- 
fourth  king  of  Britain  from  Brutus,  who  after  he 
had  by  war  recovered  the  tribute  which  the  Danes 
were  used  to  pay  to  Belinus  his  father,  and  having 
slain  Gutlac  king  of  Denmark,  in  the  sixth  year  of 
his  reign,  (and  in  returning  back,  granted  Ireland, 
before  uninhabited,  unto  Parthalus  and  Cantaber, 
Spanish  [Ducibus]  captains,  to  be  inhabited  by 
them  under  tribute,)  the  said  Gurguntus  having 
observed  in  the  east  part  of  Britain  a place  well 
fitted  by  nature  for  the  building  a fortress  on,  he 
there  founded  a certain  Castle,  which  being  begun 
in  a four-square  form  and  of  white  stone  on  the  top 
of  a high  hill  (near  the  river,  of  old  time  called 
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Sydumanus,  afterwards  the  Yare),*  the  king, 
agreeably  to  his  name,  as  it  seems,  called  it 
Kaier  Guntum,  that  is,  the  Castle  of  Guntus. 
However,  according  to  the  unstable  course  of 
human  affairs,  the  founder  thereof  died  before  it 
was  finished. 

But  Guthelinus,  his  successor,  perfected  the 
work  begun,  and  fortified  it  with  a wall,  bank, 
[yallo]  and  double  ditches,  of  which  the  one  en- 
compasseth  the  bottom  of  the  Hill,  round  about, 
and  the  other  was  drawn  before  the  gate  and 
bridge,  and  turned  thence  on  either  side,  so  that  it 
made  the  form  of  a semicircle,  the  ends  whereof 
extended  to  near  the  diameter  of  the  inward  ditch, 
and  would  still  have  been  seen  [cum  ed  tantum 
non  coiret]  to  have  almost  run  into  it,  were  it  not 
that  by  the  muck  and  rubbish  [yurgamentis]  of  the 
city,  (as  now  for  some  years  past  hath  been  begun 
to  be  done)  and  the  dirt  [sordibus]  which  is  daily 
carried  out  of  the  houses,  the  citizens  have  almost 
filled  it  up. 

Moreover,  he  made  to  the  Castle  certain  subter- 
raneous vaults  of  a long  and  blind  or  intricate 
extent,  and  changing  the  name  thereof  from  that 
of  Gurguntus  to  his  own,  he  caused  the  place  to  be 

* Both  these  names  of  the  river  are  mistakes,  as  I shall  else- 
where show. 
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A.D.481. 


Nevilli 
Norwiciis, 
p.  106-112. 


called  Kaier  Guthelin  in  the  British  language, 
which  signifies  the  Castle  of  Guthelinus. 

And  thus  the  Castle  remained  and  was  called 
for  many  years,  no  memorable  addition  being  made 
to  it,  that  any  history  speaks  of,  except  that  Julius 
Caesar,  the  great  conqueror,  about  forty  years  be- 
fore the  incarnation  of  Christ,  erected  many  build- 
ings about  the  Castle,  as  tradition  relates. 

But  after  the  coming  of  the  Saxons  into  Britain, 
the  Angle-Saxons  took  possession  of  the  east  part 
of  Britain,  that  which  now  contains  the  counties  of 
Norfolk,  Suffolk,  and  Cambridgeshire.  AndA.D. 
481,  the  said  Angles  made  a king  over  their  eastern 
Britain  ; and  then  their  new  king  took  the  Castle 
of  Guthelinus  for  his  royal  seat,  and  the  Angles 
began  to  build  houses  about  the  Castle,  and  there 
dwelt,  and  employed  themselves  in  fishing,  and 
called  the  Castle  Burchester,*  but  more  probably 
it  was  Nor  Chester,  that  is,  the  north  castle,  in 
regard  to  the  Roman  castle  or  camp  at  Caster. 

This  is  the  account  given  by  Alexander  Nevill 
in  his  book  called  Norwicus,  published  not  long 
after  the  beginning  of  Queen  Elizabeth’s  reign ; 
and  when  the  said  Queen  afterwards  came  to 
Norwich,  the  story  of  Gurguntus  was  avowed 
by  the  citizens,  in  one  of  their  shows  and 


[*  The  Castle  of  the  Burgh.] 
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speeches  made  for  her  reception  and  entertain- 
ment here. 

Another  writer  tells  us,  that  Julius  Caesar  built 
the  walls  of  the  Castle,  and  Cassibelan  the  city ; 
and  that  afterwards  Thenatius,  Lud’s  son  by 
marriage  with  Blanche,  Julius’s  kinswoman,  gave 
the  Castle  to  be  named  Blaunche-flower,  and  so 
held  by  that  name  long  time. 

In  the  collections  of  Mr.  Watts,  (some  time 
steward  of  this  city,)  I find  to  the  same  purpose, 
Castrum  Norwici,  Caer  Guntinum,  et  Burgh  cestre. 
The  Castle  of  Norwich  had  Gurguntius  for  its 
founder,  from  whom  it  was  at  first  called  Cair 
Gmitinum  and  afterwards  Cair  Guthelinum,  be- 
cause it  was  begun  by  Gurguntius  and  finished 
by  Guthelinus;  and  he  quotes  for  it  Dr,  Caius 
de  Antiquitate  Cantab,  f.  108. 

These  are  accounts  such  as  we  have  of  the 
foundation  of  the  Castle ; how  true  I shall  not 
say ; but  certain  it  is,  the  building  [Castle]  now 
remaining  is  no  work  of  the  Britains,  nor  much 
if  at  all  antienter  than  the  Conquest,  as  from  the 
manner  of  the  architecture  is  easy  to  be  judged, 
and  indeed  we  do  not  find  in  any  good  history 
that  the  Britains  had  any  regular  buildings. 

The  account  which  Sir  Henry  Spelman  gives  of 
it  is  of  better  probability,  who  writes,  that  if  the 
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A.D.  677. 


city,  as  Wic  in  the  name  may  imply,  was  called 
Northwic  or  Norwich  from  the  Castle,  the  Castle 
is  certainly  very  ancient,  and  perhaps  older  than 
the  city,  in  the  midst  of  which  it  is  situated^ 
as  was  the  capitol  in  Rome,  For  although  I 
should  judge,  saith  he,  from  the  circular  form 
and  vast  compass  [immanem  amplitudinem  et 
altitudinem],  and  depth  of  the  ditch,  that  it  was 
a work  of  the  Danes  or  NormanS;  and  the  tower 
'[Arcem]  to  be  indeed  of  the  Normans,  yet,  that 
a castle  [Castruiri]  was  there  from  more  ancient 
time,  both  the  name  of  it  suggests  to  me,  and  a 
certain  charter  of  King  Henry  I.  by  which,  upon 
the  earnest  entreaty  of  Herveus,  the  first  bishop  of 
Ely,  he  freed  that  church  {de  jugo  servitutis  et 
custodia  quam  Castello  Norwici  debebat)  from  the 
yoke  of  servitude  and  the  warding  due  from  that 
church  to  the  Castle  of  Norwich.  This  service 
could  not  be  imposed  whilst  the  lands  of  the 
church  were  possessed  by  the  bishops,  monks,  or 
nuns,  if  it  had  not  been  due  before,  and  therefore 
it  must  have  been  due  whilst  they  were  in  secular 
hands,  viz.  of  Tombert,  prince  of  the  southern 
Girvij,  who  gave  them  to  his  wife  iEtheldred,  the 
foundress  of  Ely  Monastery,  about  A.D.  677  : for 
whilst  they  were  in  the  possession  of  the  eccle- 
siastics, they  [the  government,  I suppose]  trusted 
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more  in  the  prayers  of  the  church,  than  in  the 
defence  of  arms,  as  say  the  laws  of  king  Edward 
the  Confessor,  cap.  12. 

That  the  Castle  of  Norwich  was  also  of  an 
ample  extent  before  the  coming  of  the  Normans, 
appears  from  hence,  that  in  Domesday  we  read, 
there  were  eighty-one  mansions  empty  in  the  occu-  Doomsday. 
pat  ion  of  the  Castle. 

Also  this  Castle  of  Norwich  seems  then  to  have 
been  noble,  and  as  the  metropolis  of  the  province 
of  the  Iceni,  to  which  that  famous  Prince  of  the 
Girvij,  and  so  considerable  a part  of  the  isle  (of 
Ely),  if  not  the  whole,  were  to  do  service : and 
to  have  belonged  first  of  all  to  the  East  Angle 
Kings,  afterwards  to  the  governors,  called  aider- 
men,  dukes,  or  earls.  Therefore  at  the  build- 
ing of  the  said  monastery,  ^theldred  begged 
the  assistance  of  her  brother  Aldulf,  King  of  the 
East  Angles,  and  in  the  translation  of  the  monks 
thence  to  Betrichsword  under  King  Canutus, 

A.D.  1020,  Leofine,  the  Abbot,  did  the  same 
of  Earl  Thurkill. 

But  there  is  not  all  the  certainty  one  could  wish 
for  in  this;  for  although  there  is  indeed,  in  the 
first  volume  of  Councils  published  by  the  same 
learned  knight,  a charter  of  King  AEthelwulf, 

A.D.  855,  whereby  he  granted  to  the  church  the  a.d.  855. 
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tenth  part  of  his  land,  and  that  it  should  be  free 
of  all  taxes,  and  {sine  expeditione,  et  pontis  extruc- 
tione  et  arcis  munitione)  that  they  might  the  more 
diligently  pray  to  God  for  him. 

But  it  is  to  be  noted,  that  whether  this  grant 
concerned  the  king’s  own  lands  only,  or  his 
kingdom,  is  not  plain ; and  if  kingdom,  whether 
only  the  West  Saxon  kingdom  or  not.  Yet,  Mr. 
Selden  saith,  although  that  charter  of  ecclesiastique 
freedom  be  extant  in  Ingulph  and  Malmsbury, 
and  sine  expeditione,  &c.  (which  yet,  saith  that 
learned  antiquary,  may  be  understood  as  for  an 
exception),  yet  divers  charters  are  anciently  given 
as  great  and  religious  favours  by  Saxon  Kings, 
which  usually  reserve  those  three  : repairing  of 
bridges,  tax  for  warre,  and  Castel  gard,  or 
repairing  of  them;  as  of  what  (or  being  such  ne- 
cessary charges  as)  no  land  should  or  could  be 
discharged  from.  They  are  called  by  a special 
name,  Trinoda  necessitas,  in  a patent  by  King 
Cedwalla  (A.D.  680)  to  Wilfrid,  first  Bishop  of 
Selesey,  giving  him  Paganham  (now  Pagham), 
in  Sussex.  Whereupon  it  was  well  noted,  when 
Pope  Celestin  IV.,  endeavouring  his  grievous 
exactions  from  church-livings  in  this  state, 
under  Hen.  III.  (see  Mat.  Paris.  28  Hen.  III.), 
a consultation  was,  about  to  what  duties  church- 
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men,  by  reason  of  their  possessions,  were  subject; 
that  the  old  Kings  of  England  were  not  so  lavishly 
indulgent  in  their  grants  to  churchmen,  quin  tria 
semper  reservarent  propter  publicam  regni  utiUtatem, 
videlicet, — Ea:peditionem,Pontis  et  Ards  reparationes 
vel  refectiones,  ut  per  ea  resister ent  hostium  incur sihus; 
but  that  they  always  reserved  those  three  for  the 
public  good,  &c. 

And  in  like  manner  we  find  in  the  charter  or 
grant  of  Ethelbald,  King  of  Mercia,  comedo  ut 
omnia  monasteria  et  ecclesiez  regni  mei  a puhlicis 
vectigalibus,  operibus,  et  oneribus  absolvantur,  nisi 
instructionibus  Arcium  vel  Pontium  quce  nunquam  seiden’s 
ulli  possunt  relaxari.  See  this  last  charter  in  Honour^pt.  2. 
Spelman’s  Councils,  A.D.  749,  where  the  words 
are,  nisi  instructionibus  Pontium  vel  necessariis 
defensionibus  Arcium  contra  hostes,  quce  non  sunt 
renuenda.  Saving  the  repairingof  bridges,  or  neces- 
sary defence  of  the  castles  against  enemies,  which 
are  not  to  be  refused  by  the  men  of  the  church. 

So  that  it  seems  all  the  land  in  the  nation  was 
either  assigned  to  bear,  or  was  upon  occasion 
chargeable  with,  the  Castle  Guard  of  some  castle 
or  other  in  ancient  times.  The  Castle  of  Dover 
had  a garrison  of  1,000  men,  and  other  castles  in 
England  were  defended  in  like  manner  as  that  of 
Norwich,  by  the  knights,  who  held  so  many  fees. 
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on  condition  to  ward  a certain  number  of  weeks, 
which  services  were  at  length  generally  turned  to 
contributions  in  money.  * 

But  if,  after  all,  those  particular  Castle  Guard 
services  of  Norwich  Castle,  which  we  have  an 
account  of,  should  be  found  to  have  been  settled 
by  the  Conqueror,  although  then  the  reasoning  of 
Sir  Henry  Spelman  upon  the  matter  would  not 
prove  the  antiquity  of  it  mentioned,  so  neither 
would  this,  if  allowed,  disprove  or  abate  it.  But 
I cannot  help  thinking,  from  those  passages  in 
our  historians  which  mention  how  William  the 
Conqueror  subjected  the  lands  of  the  church  to 
secular  services,  that  this  of  Castle  Guard  service 
was  included.  Matthew  Paris  (as  quoted  by  the 
said  worthy  knight,  in  his  Codex  Legum  Veterum, 
A.D.  1070,  &c.  by  Mr.  Selden,  Titles  of  Honour, 
part  2.  p.  283.)  saith.  All  the  bishopricks  and 
abbeys  which  held  baronies,  and  had  them  till 
then  free  from  all  secular  service,  he  put  under 
(servitute  militari)  knight’s  service,  enrolling  all 
and  singular  the  bishopricks  and  abbeys,  according 
to  his  pleasure ; how  many  knights  he  would  have 

* Survey  of  Kent,  4ito.  1658,  p.  80.  " The  Conqueror  made 
John  Lord  Fynes  (his  kinsman)  constable  of  the  castle  of  Do- 
ver by  inheritance,  and  gave  him  very  many  knights’  fees  for  his 
better  maintaining  of  the  same.  And  the  said  constable  made 
eight  chief  captains  or  lieutenant-governors  of  his  castle,  and  to 
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found  by  each  of  them  for  himself  and  his  suc- 
cessors in  time  of  war.  And,  laying  up  the  Rolls 
of  this  Ecclesiastic  service  in  his  treasury,  he 
forced  many  ecclesiastics,  who  contended  against 
that  wicked  constitution,  to  flee  out  of  the  king- 
dom. 

And  because,  as  far  as  I can  find,  much  the 
greatest  part  of  the  lands  which  owed  Castle- 
guard  service  to  the  Castle  of  Norwich,  were  the 
lands  belonging  to  churches,  as  the  lands  of  the 


them  such  knights’  fees  were  assigned,  and  for  the  same  they 
warded  in  this  castle  yearly,  as  folio weth,  viz. 

Knights’  Warded 
Fees.  Weeks. 

Sir  William  of  Albrance,  otherwise  \ 

Albrank,  had  21  knights’  fees  and  > 21  28 


warded  28  weeks ) 

Sir  William  of  Arsick  18  24 

Sir  Fulbert  of  Dover  15  20 

Sir  Jeffrey  Peverell 14  20 

Sir  William  Mamouth 24  32 

Sir  Robert  Forth 12  24 

Sir  Hugh  Crevequer  5 24 

Sir  Adam  Fitzwilliams 6 24 


And  by  this  means  there  were  always  1000  men  in  the  same 
for  the  guard  thereof.  And  these  captains  built  and  repaired 
their  several  towers  on  this  castle.” 

But  how  they  compute  that  1000  men  I don’t  understand ; 
for  I take  it  that  it  appears  the  knight’s  service  was  due  but  for 
so  many  weeks  at  a time,  and  then  ceased  for  so  many  weeks ; 
so  that  about  half  of  them  were  upon  duty  at  a time ; and 
therefore  there  being  but  1 15  fees,  whereof  the  half,  fifty-seven, 
requires  near  twenty  men  for  each  fee. 

C 
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Reg.  Pynce- 
bek,  f.  181,  and 
Reg.  Nigrum, 
f.  132,  &c. 


Bishop  of  Norwich,  of  the  Abbot  of  Bury,  of  the 
of  Ely.  And  I think  it  appears  still 
plainer  to  have  been  so,  from  these  passages  in 
the  registers  of  the  said  Abbey  of  Bury,  viz.  These 
are  the  lands  of  the  [feudatorum  hommum]  feu- 
datory tenants  of  St.  Edmund  and  of  Abbot 
Baldewine,  who  infeoffed  almost  all  the  knights 
presently  after  the  conquest.  At  Mideltune 
Richard  holds  of  the  saint  one  carucate  of  land, 
three  villains,  and  two  borders,  and  two  salt-pits, 
and  one  sokeman  of  five  acres  of  land.  At  Herlinge 
he  holds  one  carucate  of  land,  and  four  villains, 
and  five  borders.  And  the  rest  of  the  knights 
follow,  and  what  they  held,  in  like  manner. 
And  at  the  end  of  the  account  is  this  note  : 
Memorandum.  That  the  aforesaid  Abbot  Balde- 
wyne,  who  lived  in  the  time  of  the  holy  King 
Edward,  and  afterwards  in  the  time  of  King 
William  the  First,  after  the  Conquest,  did  infeof 
diverse  knights  and  others  for  the  defence  of  the 
kingdom^  to  be  performed  for  the  Church  of  St. 
Edmund  for  ever,  of  the  lands  and  tenements  be- 
longing to  the  said  church,  as  is  above  expressed, 
with  a hundred  carucates  of  land.  And  other 
abbots  after  him  infeoffed  many  other  persons 
afterwards  of  diverse  lands  and  tenements  of  the 
church,  for  the  same  cause  as  elsewhere  appears. 
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But  if  Norwich,  i.  e.  North  Wic,  signifies  the 
North  Castle  (as  is  with  good  probability  conjec- 
tured by  several  learned  men),  then  the  antiquity 
of  the  Castle  is  proved  by  the  name  of  the  city; 
which  was  called  Northwic  in  King  Athelstan’s 
time,  and  probably  long  before. 

In  the  Conqueror’s  time  we  come  to  certain 
and  indisputable  accounts  of  this  Castle.  A 
castle,  and  a very  strong  one,  there  was  in  Nor- 
wich in  the  beginning  of  his  reign,  and  which 
Ralph,  Earl  of  the  East  Angles,  had  or  took  pos- 
session of,  when  he  rebelled  against  that  king, 
A.D.  1074.  Probably  he  had  the  command  of 
the  king’s  garrison  here  ; for  after  the  king  had 
obtained  possession  of  England,  the  better  to 
keep  it,  he  placed  garrisons  in  the  cities  and  cas- 
tles, and  founded  so  many  new  castles,  that  he  sur- 
passed therein  all  his  predecessors. 

After  he  [Ralph]  had  fled,  his  countess  and 
knights  defended  the  same  a good  while  against 
the  siege  of  the  King’s  army  : till  having  obtained 
a good  capitulation,  they  surrendered  it. 

About  ten  years  after,  the  book  called  Dooms- 
day, or  the  Conqueror’s  Survey  of  England,  was 
made,  wherein  we  find  ninety- eight  {mansurce'] 
houses  of  the  city  were  in  the  occupation  of  the 
castle. 


Occupation  of 
Castle, 


A.D.  1074. 

Spelm.  ex. 
M,S.  in  Cod. 
L.  L.  vet.  apud 
Wilkins  Leges 
Anglo  Sax.  &c, 
p.  285. 

Id.  p.  290,292. 


S.  Dunelm,  M. 
Paris,  &c. 
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A.D.  1087. 

S,  Dunelm 
Sax.  Ann.  &c. 


M.  Paris, 
Bromton 
Annal  Waver- 
liens.  &c. 


A.D.  1155. 

Bromton,  W. 
Newbrig,  &c. 


A.D.  1173. 


Bromton. 


A.D.  121C. 


These  it  seems  were  either  pulled  down  to 
enlarge  the  outworks,  or  were  occupied  by  the 
garrison,  or  were  assigned  to  be  under  the  juris- 
diction of  the  constable  of  the  castle,  after  the 
time  of  King  Edward  the  Confessor. 

A.D.  1087,  a confederacy  being  made  by  the 
barons  against  William  Rufus,  the  Castle  of 
Norwich  was  seized  for  a while  by  Roger  Bigot, 
who  grievously  spoiled  the  country  about. 

A.D.  1136,  Hugh  Bigot  did  the  like  upon  a 
rumour  of  King  Stephen’s  death ; but  upon  the 
king’s  coming  hither  in  person,  the  castle  was 
surrendered  to  him. 

The  said  King  Stephen,  among  other  things, 
gave  this  castle  to  his  son,  William,  Earl  of 
Moreton,  but  he  was  dispossessed  of  it  by  King 
Henry  IT.  A.D.  1 155,  contrary  to  his  agree- 
ment. 

A.D.  1173.  King  Henry,  son  of  the  said  Henry 
IE,  in  his  father’s  life-time  king,  and  rebelling 
against  him,  promised  to  Hugh  Bigot,  amongst 
other  things,  to  keep  him  in  his  interest,  that  he 
and  his  heirs  for  ever  should  have  the  custody  of 
the  Castle  of  Norwich.  But  the  old  king  pre- 
vailed : so  it  took  no  effect. 

A.  D.  1216.  Lewis,  the  French  king’s  son, 
came  to  Norwich,  and  put  a garrison  into  the 


NORWICH  CASTLE. 


21 


Castle,  which  Thomas  de  Burgo,  the  governor 
of  it,  had  deserted.  But  Polydore  Virgil  says, 
Lewis  reduced  the  Castle  with  no  small 
difficulty  \non  parvo  negotio],  and  that  among  the 
prisoners  taken  in  it  was  the  said  Thomas  de 
Burgo. 

In  the  4th  of  Henry  III.  a gaol  was  made  at 
Norwich,  for  the  County  of  Norfolk  (in  the  castle 
I suppose,)  and  at  Ipswich  [for]  Suffolk. 

In  the  6th  year  of  King  Henry  III.,  the  king 
appointed  a Baron  of  the  Exchequer,  and  the 
Remembrancer  to  account  with  Philip  Marmion, 
for  the  charges  of  repairing  and  victualling  the 
Castle  of  Norwich. 

And  46  Henry  III.,  Hubert  de  Morley  and 
Nich.  de  Burgo  were  [visores]  the  Surveyors  of 
the  victuals  and  other  things  for  \_munimdmii\ 
strengthening  the  Castle  of  Norwich,  and  [affidav.'\ 
engaged  for  the  payment  of  £57.  16^.  for  things 
bought  for  that  purpose. 

In  the  48th  year  of  Henry  III.  the  Castle  of 
Norwich  was  a prison  for  some  of  the  State  pri- 
soners ; for  then  John  de  Vallibus,  Constable 
thereof,  had  the  King’s  Writ  to  bring  with  him 
Gerrard  de  Furnival,  Will,  de  Eylesford,  Ralph 
de  Bruton,  John  Estormy,  and  other  prisoners  in 
his  or  his  sub-constable’s  custody,  to  be  ex- 


M.  Paris. 


Polyd.  Virg. 
Hist.  Aiigl. 

P.  Le  Neve 
Norroy. 


4 Hen.  III. 
Gaol. 

Claus.  4 Hen. 
HI.  in  15  Plan. 


6 Hen.  HI. 
(Q.46H  III.) 


Collect.  D. 
Tlioroton,  MS. 
pt.  2 p.  18 

penes.  PLNN, 


46  Hen.  HI. 


Mem.  ScaccaF. 
Term.  Hillar. 
46.  Hen.  HI. 


48  Hen.  HI. 


Pat. 48  H.III. 
in  12  D.  apud 
Rymer’s  Feed. 
V.  1.  p.  792. 
PLNN. 
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See  Appendix 
to  Brady’sHist. 
No.  212. 


2 Edw.  T. 


Coia.  Mich. 
3 Edw.  I. 
PLNN. 


2 Edw.  I. 


Rot.  Inquisit. 
fact,  per  prae- 
cept.  Dom  Re- 
gis. Hundr.  de 
Clacklosa  in 
Cur.  Recept. 
Scacc.  Westm. 
3 Edw.  I. 
PLNN. 

27  Edw.  I. 


Plill.  Commiss. 
26  & 27  Ed.  I. 
R.  46  D.  Madox 
Hist.  Excheq. 
p.  59O  PLNN. 


2 Edw.  II. 


changed  for  other  prisoners.  Witness  the  King 
at  London,  4th  June. 

In  the  account  of  the  Sheriff  of  Norfolk  in  the 
2d  of  King  Edward  I.,  he  gives  an  account  of 
£55  which  he  laid  out  in  the  repairs  of  Norwich 
Castle,  and  £90  for  the  custody  thereof. 

The  same  year  it  was  complained  of,  that  Wil- 
liam Belet  had  built  a castle  at  Marham,  to  the 
prejudice  of  [our]  Lord  the  King,  and  of  his  Castle 
of  Norwich:  1st,  because  if  war  should  arise 
(^quod  absit)  the  king’s  enemies  might  there  have  a 
safe  retreat  [receptaculum],  and  destroy  the  whole 
country,  and  all  the  ancient  religious  houses,  &c. 

Also  27  Edward  I.,  certain  works  were  made 
in  the  Castle  of  Norwich,  in  the  time  of  William 
de  Rothing,  Sheriff,  whereupon  a commission  was 
given  to  William  de  Carleton,  Baron  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, to  view  those  works,  and  enquire  con- 
cerning the  expense  of  them,  and  to  certify  the 
Treasurer  and  Barons  of  the  Exchequer. 

In  the  2d  of  Edward  IL,  we  find  again  that 
the  Castle  of  Norwich  was  a prison  for  state 
prisoners ; for  then  Patrick  de  Palesdache, 
a Scot,  Rese,  brother  of  Malgon,  and  Griffin 

his  father,  and son  of  Rese  ap  Meredick, 

Welshmen,  were  prisoners  there.  And  the  She- 
riff of  Norfolk  had  the  King’s  writ  to  allow  them 
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the  arrears  of  their  allowance  due  to  them  in  the  ciaus.iEd.ii. 

in  4 Rymer. 

time  of  Kin^  Edward  L,  and  the  same  allow"- 

® PLNN. 

ances  for  the  future  out  of  the  issues  of  his 
bailiwick. 

In  the  15th  year  of  the  said  King  Edward  II.,  i5Edw.ii. 
the  following  writ  was  issued  for  fortifying  the 
Castle  of  Norwich  : — 

Norff.  Siiff.  The  King  willing  for  certain  causes 
that  the  Castle  of  Norwich,  which  is  in  the  custody 
of  the  Sheriff  by  the  King’s  commission,  may  be 
competently  fortified  \j)%unvri\  and  safely  kept, 
it  is  commanded  the  Sheriff  by  the  allegiance 
which  he  owes  the  King,  that  he  cause  the  afore- 
said Castle  to  be  competently  fortified  with  vic- 
tuals and  other  things  necessary  and  convenient 
for  the  keeping  and  fortification  thereof,  out  of  the 
issues  of  his  bailiwick,  without  any  delay,  lest  for 
defect  of  fortification,  or  sufficient  guarding  [cus- 
todies], danger  might  in  any  manner  threaten 
[immineat]  the  King.  And  this,  as  he  loves  him- 
self and  his,  and  as  he  would  avoid  the  indigna- 
tion and  most  grievous  forfeiture  of  the  King,  he 
must  not  omit.  But  the  reasonable  expenses 
which  shall  happen  to  be  laid  out  by  the  same 
Sheriff  about  the  fortification  aforesaid,  when  the 
King  shall  have  duly  known  them,  he  will  cause 
the  same  to  be  allowed  to  the  same  Sheriff  in  his 
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Mich.  Brevia. 
•etornab.  15  E. 
[I.  Rot.  85,  6. 
ipud.  Madox 
Hist.  Excheq. 

).  263. 


t5  Edw.  III. 

Dilapidation  of 
'he  Castle. 


accompt  at  the  Exchequer.  Also  concerning  those 
things  which  the  Sheriff  shall  apply  to  the  for- 
tification aforesaid,  and  of  the  price  of  them  (of 
all  and  singular  which  things,  unless  for  neces- 
sary cause  it  should  be  requisite  to  apply  and 
expend  them  about  the  safety  [salvationem]  of  the 
same  Castle,  the  King  will  be  answered  by  him), 
he  shall  cause  the  Treasurer  and  Barons  of  the 
Exchequer  to  be  certified  at  Westminster,  in  the 
Octaves  of  St.  Hilary,  distinctly  and  apertly 
every  thing  in  particular.  And  must  there 
have  then  this  writ.  Teste  W.  de  Norwyco, 
29th  December.  Per  breve  de  private  Sigillo 
directum  pr (Edict o W,  tunc  Custodi  Thesaurarie 
Regis. 

Note. — At  the  same  time  like  commands  went 
to  other  sheriffs,  to  furnish  several  castles. 

But  in  the  latter  end  of  the  next  reign,  it  ap- 
pears that  the  Castle  was  very  much  out  of  repair,* 
from  this  representation  of  it  made  to  the  king  by 
Edmond  de  Thorpe,  who  I think  was  High  Sheriff 
of  Norfolk,  the  45th  year  of  King  Edward  III., 
viz. 

To  our  most  redoubted  Lord  the  King,  and  to 

1^*  The  walls  of  the  City  were  finished  17  Edward  III. ; from 
which  time  it  should  appear  by  this  that  the  defences  of  the 
Castle  had  been  neglected.] 
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his  good  Council,  Edmond  [Esmon]  de  Thorpe, 
Sheriff  of  Norff.  and  Suff.,  showeth,  that  whereas 
our  said  Lord  the  King  hath  committed  to  him  by 
reason  of  his  office,  the  custody  \la  garde]  of  the 
Castle  of  Norwycz,  the  which  castle  is  so  con- 
sumed and  spoiled  in  the  \des]  houses  and  habi- 
tations, as  well  as  in  the  [des]  walls,  timber,  lead, 
as  also  in  [des]  other  things,  so  that  no  man  can 
dwell  in  it  for  the  safeguard  of  the  Castle,  nor 
reside  for  any  other  occasion.  Wherefore  may  it 
please  our  said  Lord  the  King  to  assign  some  cer- 
tain person  in  whom  he  can  confide,  to  survey  the 
said  Castle,  and  the  defaults  of  it;  and  moreover, 
to  enquire  in  whose  time,  and  by  whom,  and  by 
what  default,  the  said  Castle  is  thus  consumed 
and  spoiled,  and  by  whom  the  stones,  timber, 
and  lead,  and  other  things  of  the  said  Castle 
have  been  broken  down,  carried  and  conveyed 
away,  so  that  the  said  Edmond  for  his  time  may 
bear  no  other  blame  nor  charge  than  what  of 
reason  he  ought.  And  further,  according  to 
what  he  shall  find  by  good  and  faithful  inquisition, 
[leak  enquerance]  to  ordain  what  shall  please  him 
about  the  redressing  and  repairing  of  the  same. 

From  these  accounts  it  is  evident  beyond  con- 
tradiction, that  tlie  Castle  of  Norwich  was  a Royal 
Castle ; and  therefore  the  great  Mr.  Camden,  and 


Transcript, 
ccev.  penes 
PLNN. 


Lions. 


Castle  Guard 
Services. 


Bishop  of  Nor- 
wich. 


10  8^  11.  Edw. 
IV. 
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all  others  who  have  related  that  it  was  built  by 
Hugh  Bigot,  Earl  of  Norfolk,  are  mistaken.  There 
are  indeed  lions  cut  in  the  stone-work  of  the 
Castle,  from  which,  taking  them  for  arms,  Mr. 
Camden,  &c.  conjectured  Bigot  to  have  been  the 
founder.  The  only  lions  which  I have  seen  there 
are  one  on  each  side  of  the  arch  of  the  great 
entrance,  which  was  on  the  east  side  of  the 
Castle.  But  these  lions  are  passant  regardant, 
(yet  contrary  ways,)  and  it  does  not  appear 
they  were  designed  for  arms  ; but  if  they  were, 
they  may  better  be  taken  to  have  been  for  an 
allusion  to  the  King’s  arms,  which  anciently  were 
two  lions  only. 

Castle  Guard  Services, 

Now  I shall  give  a particular  account  of  the 
Castle  Guard  Services  before-mentioned,  which 
were  of  old  time  paid  to  this  Castle. 

Of  the  Castle  Guard  Rents  paid  by  the  Bishop 
of  Norwich,  take  this  Account  of  his  Knights’ 
Fees,  and  in  what  towns  the  land  lay, — from  the 
account  of  the  Bishop’s  Bailiif  of  his  knights’ 
fees,  who  collected  the  money  of  the  tenants, 

10  Edward  IV.,  from  Michaelmas  to  Michaelmas 

1 1 Edward  IV. 
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Fees 

Towns. 

and 

Parts. 

Times  when  fell  due. 

£. 

. s. 

d. 

s.  d.  s.  d. 

Wykmer  

1 

23  Jan.  0 10|  and  21  Aug.  0 lOJ 

0 

1 

9 

Bernyngham 

i 

23  Jan.  0 10|^  and  21  Aug.  0 10| 

0 

1 

9 

Eggemere 

H 

23  Dec.  5 8^  and  21  July  5 8i 

0 

11 

4t 

Peterstone  

3 

8 

On  the  said  days 

0 

2 

7t 

Rengstede 

1 

2 

On  the  said  days 

0 

3 

6 

Blyklyng  

1 

15  March 

0 

3 

6 

Felbrygge 

i 

3 Dec.  0 10^  and  1 July  0 10| 

0 

1 

9 

1 

On  fbp  said  days 

0 

1 

9 

Helmyngham  .... 

k 

10  Oct.  3 6 and  8 May  3 6 

0 

7 

0 

Colkyrke  

1 

25  Jan.  3 6 and  23  Aug.  3 6 

0 

7 

0 

Cressingham 

1 

31  Oct.  0 IO5  and  30  May  0 10| 

0 

1 

9 

Southelmham  .... 

H 

21  Oct.  4 1 and  19  May  4 1 

0 

8 

2 

Mendham 

1 

28  Dec.  3 6 and  26  July  3 6 

0 

7 

0 

Wylbey 

h 

7 Feb.  1 9 and  5 Sep.  1 9 

0 

3 

6 

Westoftes 

1 

On  the  said  days  

0 

7 

0 

Breydestone 

5 

30  Oct.  17  6 and  28  May  17  6 

1 

15 

0 

Southbyrlyngham . . 

1 

2 

On  the  said  days 

0 

3 

6 

Saxlyngham 

1 

For  the  part  Plumbelee,  241 
Oct.  3 6 and  22  May  3 6/ 

0 

7 

0 



1 

For  the  part  Myles,  22  Oct.  1 

0 

1 

9 

4 

0 10^  and  20  May  0 lOJ  .. ..  / 

Langlee 

2 

23  Nov.  7 0 and  21  June  7 0 

0 

14 

0 

Bakton  (in  Suff.) . . 

7 

8 Dec.  24  6 and  6 July  24  6 

2 

9 

0 

rrimtnn 

1 

H 

On  the  said  days  

0 

7 

0 

Hyndryngham  .... 

20  Nov.  5 3 and  18  June  5 3 

0 10 

6 

Segeford  

h 

For  the  part  of  the  Prior  [of  Nor-  ) 

0 

1 

9 

wich]  11  April S 

1 

For  the  part  of  Segeford,  24  Nov.  1 

0 

3 

6 

2 

1 9 and  22  June  1 9 J 

Strattone  

3 

17  March 

0 10 

63 

Martham  

If 

20  March 

0 

4 

95 

Itryngham  cum 

Marsham 

1 

23  Oct.  3 6 and  21  March  3 6 

0 

7 

0 

Cokethorpe 

i 

27  Oct.  0 10 J and  25  May  0 10^ 

0 

1 

ll 

Meltone 

3f 

31  March 

0 

13 

Norton 

1 

21  Nov.  3 6 and  19  June  3 6 

0 

7 

0 

Snyterton 

1 

4 

8 April  

0 

0 lot 

S wanton  

Rollesby  

1 

1 

2 

17  Feb.  3 6 and  15  Sept.  3 6 
He  received  nothing  because  it 
was  in  the  hands  of  the  Lord 
[Bishop.] 

0 

7 

0 

Sum  of  the  Fees  . . 

Sum  of  the  money  received 

12  14 

5| 

Compot  Tho.  Herherd  Ballivi  Feod  Militum  Doni  Norwic.  a Festo  S. 
Mich.  10.  F.  4>  usque  idem  Festum  11.  E.  4. 

In  Thes.  Fee.  Cath.  Norwic. 


All  these  knights’  fees  paid  at  the  rate  of  3s.  6d. 
for  each  fee  at  the  end  of  every  thirty  weeks. 
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Exemplificatio 
Processus  et 
acquietacionis 
W.  Rugj^e 
Episc.  Nowic. 
de  red.  Castri- 
gard.  Norwic. 
tact.  12  Eliz. 
penes  PLNN. 


Whereof,  as  above,  were  4111,  which  if  all  had 

happened  twice  in  the  time  of  the  said  account, 

would  have  been  7s,  each ^14  9 0| 

But  of  them  were  9|^  which  happened  but  once...  1 14  6| 

Which  being  deducted,  there  remains  as  above  ...  £12  14 

I have  seen  several  other  accounts  of  the  knights^ 
fees  of  the  Bishop  of  Norwich,  as  of  Henry  III., 
or  Edward  I.’s  time  ; and  others  later,  as  of  Henry 
the  VIII. ’s  time.  But  particularly  an  authentic 
account  of  them,  whereby  it  appears  that  the 
sheriff  of  Norfolk,  27  Hen.  VIII.,  was  to  answer 
fifty-two  pounds  (52li.)  for  ward  money  due  to 
the  Castle  of  Norwich  that  year  according  to 
the  summons  out  of  the  Exchequer;  and  that 
Bishop  Rugge  was  distrained  by  Sir  Walter  Ho- 
barte,  knt.,  sheriff  of  Norfolk,  for  payment  of 
£17.  2^.  Od.,  part  of  the  said  Castle-guard  rents. 
But  he  was  discharged  of  them  in  Michaelmas 
term,  30  Henry  VIII.,  as  in  reason  he  ought  to  be, 
upon  his  pleading  the  Act  of  Parliament,  which 
was  made  for  granting  all  the  ancient  lands  of 
his  bishoprick  to  the  king. 

And  there  it  appears,  that  the  bishop  had  45^ 
knights’  fees  which  paid  him  every  thirty  weeks 
3^.  6d,  for  each  fee.  And  that  the  bishop  was 
used  to  pay  yearly  to  the  king,  by  the  hands  of 
the  sheriff  of  Norfolk  and  Suffolk,  £17.  2^.  Od, 
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for  the  said  wardings  due  to  the  Castle  of 
Norwich. 

The  differences  of  particulars  therein  from  those 
before  mentioned  are : 


Fees 

More. 


} 


Query. 
These  if 


Sum  there 


Fees  Less. 


Thorpj  Bloffelde,  Byghton,  Rollesby, 

and  Eccles 

Hoxone_,  Bacton,  and  Batesford 

chargeable } They  all  were  ex-parte  Regis,  but  not  ex-parte 
Episcopi,  because  the  Bishop  had  these  in  his  own  hands.  The 
rest  paid  him : 

Southelmham  

Wykmere 

Cressingham 

Snyterton  

Hyndringham  

Saxlyngham 

Barnyngham 

Peterston  


H 

i 


^ i 
i 


44J 


r before  men- 
\ tioned. 

Knights’  Fees. 


So  wants  one  of  45|,  the  number  there  charged, 
which  I have  examined,  and  find  the  particulars 
no  more  but  44J.  Let  this  suffice  here  concerning 
the  bishop’s  knights’  fees. 

And  all  the  said  Castle  Guard  rent  was  always 
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Mag,  Rot  56 
Hen.III.Norf. 
et  Sulf. 


Castle  Guard 
Services  from 
JBury» 


charged  upon  the  sheriffs  on  their  account  in  the 
Pipe-roll — as,  Hamo  Hautein  for  the  ward  due  to 
the  Castle  of  Norwich  and  Oreford  ; Will,  de 
Swyneford  for  the  same.  Mag.  Rot.  56  Hen.  III. 
Norf.  and  Suff. 

And  the  total  of  Norwich  Castle  was  £52  'per 
ami. 

Of  the  Castle  Guard  Rents  due  from  the 
Abbey  of  Bury. 

The  Abbey  of  Bury  was  obliged  to  find  a 
ward  of  forty  knights  at  this  castle,  till  King 
Stephen,  by  the  following  charter,  released  that 
service. 

Stephen,  King  of  the  English,  to  the  Arch- 
bishops, Bishops,  Abbots,  Earls,  Justices,  Sheriffs, 
Barons,  Ministers,  and  to  all  [his]  faithful  people, 
French  and  English,  Clergy  and  Laity  of  all 
England,  greeting.  Know  all,  as  well  present 
as  to  come,  that  I,  for  the  soul  of  King  William, 
my  grandfather,  and  of  my  uncles,  the  Kings 
William  and  Henry,  and  of  my  father  and  mother, 
and  my  relations,  and  also  for  the  remission  of 
my  sins,  and  of  Maud,  the  queen,  my  wife,  and 
of  my  brethren  and  children,  have  for  ever  quit- 
claimed to  God  and  to  St.  Eadmond,  and  to  his 
church,  and  to  the  abbot  and  monks  there  serving 
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God,  the  ward  of  forty  knights,  which  they  were 
used  to  make  at  my  Castle  of  Norwich,  by  four 
terms  in  the  year,  by  ten  knights  residing  there 
at  each  term.  And  moreover,  whatsoever  [money] 
the  aforesaid  church  was  used  to  give  yearly  to 
the  [ Vigilibus]  watchmen  of  the  castle  aforesaid 
for  the  ward  of  the  same  castle.  And  so  that 
they  shall  make  the  same  ward  at  St.  Edmunds 
[Bury]  at  the  same  terms  as  they  made  at  Norwich. 
And  this  my  acquittance  and  liberty  given  to  the 
church,  and  offered  by  me  upon  the  altar  before 
the  body  of  St.  Edmund,  I confirm  to  the  same 
church  for  ever,  without  any  retraction  to  be 
obtained  by  royal  authority  ; and  do  strengthen 
and  corroborate  by  the  impression  of  my  present 
seal,  and  attestation  of  the  barons  subscribed. 
And  lest  by  any  in  time  to  come,  such  and  so 
great  a good  should  by  rash  presumption  be 
attempted  to  be  diminished,  or  in  any  manner 
violated,  I absolutely  prohibit,  and  by  the  power 
given  me  of  God,  do  interdict  it. 

Witness,  Maud  the  Queen,  and  Alan  Earl  of 
Britain,  and  W.  Earl  of  War[ren]  and  William 
Earl  of  Lyncoln,  &c. 

Note,  This  was  done  about  A.D.  1140.  And 
for  further  security,  the  monks  obtained  a con- 
firmation from  the  archbishop. 


Regi  strum  Sa- 
cristrse  S.Edm. 
f.  25. 
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Tedbald,  by  the  grace  of  God,  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury,  to  Eurard,  by  the  same  grace.  Bishop 
of  Norwich,  and  to  all  bishops  and  barons  of 
England.  That  donation  of  ward,  viz,  of  xl. 
knights  at  the  Castle  of  Norwich,  which  King 
Stephen  quitclaimed  to  St.  Edmund,  and  to 
Abbot  Anselm,  and  his  successors  for  ever,  &c., 
I confirm.  May  eternal  grace  from  God  come 
Regist. Nigrum  upoii  the  keepers  of  it;  but  may  the  Divine 
vengeance  hang  over  the  violators  [impedmitihus] 
unless  they  shall  repent.  Amen, 

The  sum  of  the  knights  of  St.  Edmund  of  Bury, 
in  the  12th  year  of  King  Henry  II.  were  52^. 
But  the  church  owes  the  right  of  service  for 
only  forty  knights  [72on  debet  7iisi  servicium  xl. 
And  of  these,  Earl  Hugh  retains  (and  denies 
the  ward  of)  three  knights,  in  the  Castle  of  Nor- 
wich. 

It  was  a little  after,  I suppose,  that  the  same 
king  issued  the  following  writ: — 

Henry,  King  of  England  and  Duke  of  Nor- 
mandy and  Aquitain,  and  Earl  of  Anjou,  to  Hugh, 
Earl  of  Norfolk,  greeting.  I command  you,  that 
for  the  fee  which  you  hold  of  St.  Edmund,  you 
cause  full  service  to  be  done  at  my  Castle  of 
Norwich,  as  you  ought  to  do  it,  and  as  your 
ancestors  were  used  to  do  in  the  times  of  my 


Vestiarii  S. 
Edm.  f.  106. 


Liber  Rub. 
Scaccaiij  12 
Hen.  II. 
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ancestors.  And  unless  you  do  so,  the  Earl  of 
Leicester  shall  cause  it  justly  to  be  done,  that  I Registr.sacrist. 

S.  Edmundi 

may  hear  no  more  complaint  about  it  for  want  foi.  21.  a. 
of  right  or  justice.  Witness,  Man.  Biset,  at  the 
Tower. 

I suppose  the  Earl  refused  to  pay  the  monks 
according  to  King  Stephen’s  grant,  and  therefore 
they  complained  of  him,  and  procured  this  writ ; 
or  rather  that  the  said  king  had  made  void  that 
grant. 

There  are  several  lists  of  the  knights’  fees  of  Registers  ofthe 

^ Abbey  of  St. 

the  said  abbey  in  the  registers  ; but  the  following 
list  being  most  to  our  present  purpose,  take  it 
from  their  register,  called  Pyncebeke. 


The  Fees  and  Services  of  the  Knights  who  hold  qf  the  Honour 
of  St.  Edmund,  A.D.  1300. 


Roger  le  Bigot,  Earl  of  Norfolk,  holds 
3 fees,  viz. 

In  Brisyngham  

Ferfelde 

Bio  Nortone 


Fees. 


Castle- Guard 
rents  (due 

I from  XX  weeks 
j to  XX  weeks) 

t nihil. 


And  pays  nothing  to  the  ward  of  the  Castle  of  Norwich. 
But  N.B.  At  the  bottom  of  the  page  is  a note  referring  to  the 
before-recited  writ  of  K.  Hen.  II. 


And  fol.  150 ; thus : — Earl  Roger  holds  2 knights : in  Norton 
1,  and  in  Brisingham  and  Thersfelde  1.  But  he  pays  {ftaf] 
not  ward  to  Norwich,  because  the  Abbot  pays  for  him  seven 
shillings  for  the  space  of  xx  weeks.  / 
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John  de  Hastyng,  son  and  heir  of  Henry 
dea  Hstyng,  who  is  steward  by  fee, 
holds  5 knights’  fees,  viz. 

In  Lidgate 

Blunham  

Gissing 

Tybenham  

West  Herlyng 

Will.  Bukenham  holds  in  Old  Buken- 

ham  

Steph.,  the  son  of  Reginald  de  Broke- 

dish  in  Brodish 

Roger,  the  son  of  John  de  How,  holds 
the  fees  of  2 knights,  viz. 

In  Howe  

Toppecroft  

Mikefeld  

Vggeschale  

Walter  de  Cara  holds  in  Kirkebi  

Roger  de  Thweyt  holds  in  Geldeston... 
John  Bigot  and  Johnde  Brampton  hold 

in  Stockton  and  Kirkebi 

Robert  Fitz  Roger  holds  in  Marleford. 
John  de  Bello  Campo  holds  I knight’s 
fee,  viz. 

In  Occlee  

Stustone  

Thurstone  

The  heir  of  John  de  Daggesworth  holds 

in  Thrandeston 

Gerard  de  Wachesham,  son  and  heir  of 
Gerard,  holds  1 knight’s  fee,  viz. 

In  Wrotham 

Marlyngford 

Henry,  son  and  heir  of  Ralph  de  Berde- 
welle,  holds  2 knights’  fees,  viz. 


Fees. 


1 

I 

1 

1 

I 


wlta  w[i-*  ►Mm  ion-*  wiH  wjH  wIh  mIh  wIh  os|»  os|w  toiM 
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In  Berdewelle  

Hunterstone 

(N.B.  in  another  copy  Stanstone) 

stone  and  Bernyngham... 

Will,  de  Pakenham  holds  half  a knight’s 
fee^  which  Geffrey  de  Thorp  sometime 

held  in  Thorp  juxta  Ixworth  

Also  he  holds  there  1 fee  which  Will, 
le  Blund  and  Hen.  de  Esexe  some- 
time held 

The  Lord  of  Fakenham  Magna,  for- 
merly Edmd.  Cumyn,  after  David 
Cumyn,  and  afterwards  Will,  le 
Blund,  but  now^  [our]  Lord  the  King, 
by  reason  of  the  present  war  with 
Scotland,  holds  in  Fakenham  Magna, 

and  it  is  called  Gren s (in  another 

copy  Grenegres)  

Barth  de  Lyvermer  holds  in  Lyvermere 

parva  et  magna 

The  Lord  of  Ampton  holds  in  Ampton... 
Will.,  the  son  of  heir  of  Will,  de  Crike- 

tot,  holds,  in  Ayshfeld  parva 

John,  the  son  of  Will,  le  Large,  holds 
now  which  sometime  was  joined  to 

the  said  J fee  in  Saxham 

Hugh  de  Ver,  Earl  of  Oxford,  holds  5J 
fees  and  pays  for  each  fee  2s.  M.  viz. 

In  Kokefelde 

Ketelberstone  

Lodnes  and  Brom 

Mendham 

Totstoke  

Sumertone 

Lyvermere  mag 

Rede 

Preston 

D 2 


2 


i 


1 


1 

2 


1 

2 


1 

1 


1 

? 

1 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 


1 

2 


6 0 

1 6 

3 0 

1 6 

I 3 0 

1 6 

1 6 


>12  10 
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Rob.  Pecche  and  Agnes  his  wife  hold, 

in  Bradefield  Combusta  

The  Prior  of  the  Holy  Trinity  of  Ips- 
wich holds  in  Preston 

The  said  Earl  of  Oxford  holds  by  a new 
purchase  which  Hen.  de  Capeles  holds 

of  him  in  Preston 

Formerly  Adam  de  Illeye  held 
these  together  for  2 fees. 

Peter  de  Denhardeston  holds  of  the  said 
fee  of  Adam  de  Illeye,  in  Illeye  Com- 
busta   

Margery  de  Mose  and  Richard  her  son 

hold  in  Onhous  and  le  Auney 

Which  Robert  del  Auney  some- 
time held,  and  is  [^parcel]  of  the 
Barony,  formerly  of  Thomas  de 
Burgo  in  Cokefelde. 

Simon  de  Cokefelde  holds^  which  for- 
merly was  [[parcel]  of  the  said  Barony 
of  Cokefelde,  in  Cokefelde  ............ 

Hugh  de  Morieux  holds,  which  Robert 
Turgys  sometimes  held,  and  is  of 
the  barony  de  Burgo,  aforesaid,  in 

Falesham  

The  Convent  of  St.  Edmund  holds  of 
tlie  said  barony,  in  Cokefelde  and 

at  Uphalle 

Robert  de  Lynholt  holds,  and  it  was  of 

the  same  barony,  in  Grotene  

The  heir  of  Thomas,  the  son  of  Edmund 
de  Illeige  and  Alice  de  Brokeley,  hold 
J a knight’s  fee  for  equal  portions,  in 

Stanefield  and  Manneston  

John  de  Weylond  holds  (sometime  of 
Will,  de  Wridwelle),  in  Whelnetham 
parva : 


Fees. 

1 

2 


1 

2 


1 

2 


1 

2 


1 


1 


1 

2 


1 

5 


1 

5 


i 


s.  d. 

1 6 

1 6 

1 6 


1 6 
3 0 


1 3 


1 6 

0 9 

0 9 


1 6 

I 6 
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Eleanor  Hovel  holds  (which  sometime 
Walter  de  Risebij  formerly  Norman, 

held,)  in  Risbi  

John,  the  son  and  heir  of  Thomas  de 
Helgeye  and  Nich.  de  Aula  Hospi- 
tum  and  his  wife  Isabell  hold  (which 
sometime  Adam  de  Horny nges  held,) 
in  Hornynges  hertha,  and  West  Stowe 
Will.  Talemache,  and  Cecily  his  wife, 
hold  (Robert  de  Hemestede  some- 
time held  it),  in  Hallestede 

Robert  de  Norwood  holds  (which  John 
Alger  held,  sometime  Reginald  de 
Brokeleye,  formerly  Peter  de  Broce- 

leye),  in  Brocleye 

Henry,  the  son  of  Hen.  de  Broceleye, 

holds  in  Brocleye 

Formerly,  Alan  de  Broceleye, 
and  afterwards  Peter,  the  son  of 
Alan,  held  it. 

Reginald  Pecche  holds  3 knights’  fees, 

viz. 

In  Stow  Langtot  

Troston 

Walesham  and  Aysshfelde  

Waltham  parva,  in  the  county  of 

Essex 

The  heir  of  John  de  Pateshille,  viz.,  a 
certain  woman,  holds  in  Watesfelde, 
(and  in  Elmesese  and  Navilton)  ...... 

Nich.  de  Leleleye,  and  John  the  son 
and  heir  of  Edmund  de  Whelnetham, 
hold  \ a fee  for  equal  portions,  in 

Maneton  and  Ketelberston 

John,  the  son  and  heir  of  Edm.  de 
Whelnetham,  holds  in  Whelnetham 
magna  
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Dyonisia  de  Monte  Caniso  holds  (which 
Hubert  de  Anesty  formerly  held,  and 
tempore  Hen.  Richard  de  Anesty, 
and  it  is  called  Briddinghoo,)  in 
Brakestede  magna  

The  heir  of  Eve  (Jilij ) the  son  of  Richard 
Ledet,  holds  two  parts  of  a knighCs 
fee,  divided  into  three  parts,  in  Alba 

Rothingg  

Which  Richard  de  Herwe  some- 
time held. 

Thomas,  the  son  of  Tho.  de  Esex,  holds, 

in  Chippelee 

Sometime  of  Will.  Herelawe  and 
John  Balistar,  and  after  of  Thomas 
le  Arblaster. 

John  de  Sancto  Claro  holds  in  Brade- 
feld,  Seyncler,  and  Watlisfelde  

Thomas,  the  son  and  heir  of  John  de 
Ikkeworke,  holds,  in  Ikworth,  Waun- 
ford,  Hornyngsherthe,  and  Flemp. 

ton 

Formerly  Simon  de  Ikworth  held 
them ; and  8 Ric.  I.,  Richard  de 
Icworthe. 

Adam  de  Geddyng,  Will.,  the  heir  of 
Giles  de  Neketon,  and  Matthew  de 
Thelnyngham,  held  3 knights’  fees, 
which  Ralph  de  Saxham,  formerly 
(8  Ric.  I.)  Gilbert  the  son  of  Ralph, 
held  undivided,  whereof  now  the 
said  Adam  holds  in  Saxham  parva  ... 

Will.,  the  heir  of  the  said  Giles,  holds  in 
Heppeworthe  

And  M.  de  Thelnetham  holds  in  Thelne- 
tham,  Reydon,  Bernyngham,  Hoppe- 
tone,  and  Gnateshale  


Fees. 


i 


2 


3 


2 


2 


1 


k 

H 


s.  d. 


1 6 


2 0 


nihil. 


6 0 


6 0 

3 0 
1 6 

4 6 
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Fees. 

Robert  Fitz waiter  holds,  in  Waude,  in 

the  county  of  Essex  | 

Which  now  Will,  de  Waude 
holds  of  him  ; formerly,  James  de 
Waude  held  it. 

Thomas  de  Wridewelle  holds  in  Wride- 

welle  and  Lyvermere  parva. L 

Formerly,  was  of  Will,  de 
Wridewelle. 
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d. 


3 0 


0 9 


Calumpniatur  quia  Abbas  nihil  inde  percipii. 


Knights  Fees  of  the  Abbey  of  Bury,  which  pay  nothing  to  the 
Ward  of  the  Castle  of  Norwich, 

Fees. 


In  Brisingham 
Ferfelde , 

Bio  Norton. 
Brodish 
Marleford  ... 
Bernyngham 
Chippelee  ... 
Falesham  ... 
Culeford. 

West  Leveton 

Fees  which  do  not  pay 
Fees  which  pay  be- 
sides the  J fee  of 
Wridewell,  which 
remains  \n\calump- 
nia']  dispute.. 

Fees  in  all  (A.  D. 
1300)  
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j>  But  of  these,  see  before. 

John  de  S.  Clare  holds  it. 

Gilbert  Pecche,  but  now  the 
king,  holds  them:  And  8 
Ric.  I.  Gilbert  the  service 
of  2 knights  of  his  fee 
in  Drencheston,  Falesham, 
Neuton,  Ouneston,  Culford, 
Herleston,  Dordewelle,  and 
Waude.  And  in  the  Chro- 
nicle of  Josceline,  the  chap- 
lain of  Abbot  Sampson, 
thus: — Gilbert  Pecche  holds 
2 knights,  viz,,  in  Waude,  1 
knight;  in  Falesham,  Eus- 
ton,  and  in  Grotene,  1 
knight. 
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The  sum  of  the  whole  ward,  which  is  gathered 
five  times  within  two  years,  £33.  3^.  Ad.,  (the  heir 
of  Wrydewelle  excepted,  because  it  is  always 
collected  at  the  end  of  every  twenty  weeks). 

Sum  total  of  the  payment  by  the  hands  of  the 
bailiff  of  the  fees  to  the  sheriff  for  the  ward  of 
Norwich  Castle  within  two  years,  forty  marks 
and  a-half. 

SkeTfoL^ne-  And  so  there  remains  in  the  bailiff  s purse  in 

122. 

allowance  of  his  fee  and  for  his  labour,  £6.  3^.  Ad. 
within  two  years. 

N.B.  And  besides,  the  abbot  paid  for  the  Duke 
of  Norfolk  as  before  mentioned. 

Hence  'it  appears,  that  notwithstanding  King 
Stephen’s  grant,  the  Castle-guard  rents  were  still 
paid  to  the  sheriff,  and  so  it  continued  after  the 
Reformation. 

PyncebekeRe-  Take  also  this  note  from  the  Pyncebeke 
Register. 

Blackburn  hundred,  Suffolk.  14  Edward  I. 
Elmeswell.  The  abbot  of  St.  Edmund  is  capital 
lord,  &c.  and  holds  it  of  the  King  in  capite  of  (or 
being  part  of)  his  barony  by  the  service  of  forty 
knights’  fees  for  Elmeswelle  and  all  his  manors 
which  he  holds  of  [our]  lord  the  King,  and  to  the 
ward  of  Norwich,  ten  marks  sterling  per  annum 
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for  himself,  and  for  all  his  tenants  underwritten, 
which  there  follow  in  Hildercle,  Conesgeston, 
Rikynghale,  Hopeton,  Coleford,  Bernham,  Hu- 
negheton,  Sapeston,  See. 

And  in  like  manner  it  is  noted  under  Brokeforth 
in  Hertismere  hundred,  Abbas  de  Baronia  sua 
reddit  ad  omnia  negocia  Domini  Regis  XL  milites 
pro  tempore  faciend. 

And  observe  hence,  that  although  by  agreement 
with  the  King,  the  abbot  was  to  answer  to  him 
only  with  the  service  of  forty  knights’  fees,  for  his 
whole  barony  or  for  all  the  manors  and  lands  of  the 
abbey,  yet  (besides  all  those  manors  which  the 
abbot  kept  in  his  own  hands)  the  lands  which  he 
granted  out  were  estimated  by  him  at  fifty-three 
knights’  fees,  and  the  service  of  so  many  was  to  be 
answered  to  the  abbot  by  the  persons  who  held 
them,  as  above  is  particularized. 

And  the  like  increase  of  knights’  fees  was  made 
by  other  great  men  who  held  lands  of  the  King, 
upon  their  granting  them  out  to  others  to  be  held 
of  them.  And  likewise  by  those  under-tenants  who 
re-granted  parcels  to  be  held  of  them,  &c.,  as  is 
evident  from  a number  of  ancient  records  relating 
to  the  knights’  fees  in  several  parts  of  England : 
whence  it  follows  that  all  knights’  fees  consisted 
not  each  of  them  of  the  same  determinate  number 
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De  Itinere  Sa- 
lom.  de  Roff.  et 
Socionim,  14* 
Edw.  I.  inci- 
pient. 15  in 
Com.  Suff. 


of  acres  of  land,  neither  was  of  the  same  certain 
and  fixed  yearly  value  of  rent. 

Which  will  be  still  plainer  from  these  notes  out 
of  the  Pyncebeke  Register. 

Hertsmere  hundred.  In  Wortham,  Gerard  de 
Wachesham  holds  of  the  abbot  1 messuage,  99 
acres  of  land,  3 acres  of  meadow,  and  5 acres  of 
pasture  by  the  service  of  | of  a knight’s  fee  : and 
the  abbot  of  the  King  in  capite, 

Oclee,  Sir  Roger  de  Bellocampo  holds  the 
town  of  the  abbot  for  ^ a knight’s  fee : and  the 
abbot  of  the  King  in  capite. 

Stuston,  and  all  the  tenants  of  Estgate  in  Stuston 
belong  to  Aclee  ; and  R.  de  Bellocampo  holds, 
&c.  of  the  abbot  by  the  service  of  3 parts  of  a 
knight’s  fee  : and  the  abbot  of  the  king  in  capite. 
Concerning  these  last  two  articles,  I find  in 
another  place  of  the  said  register,  that  in  the  Con- 
queror’s time  the  abbot  had  in  Aclea,  1 1 freemen 
of  1 carucate  of  land  in  5 borders.  Also,  that  in 
Aclea  and  Stuston  he  had  16  freemen  of  1 carucate 
and  5 [aliter  50]  acres  and  12  borders. 

But  to  proceed  with  some  further  notes  from 
the  account  of  14  Edward  I. 

Brockele.  J.  Algar  holds  of  the  abbot  1 mes- 
suage, 280  acres  of  land,  1 mill,  &c.,  by  the  ser- 
vice of  1 knight’s  fee,  3,y.  &c. 
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Henry,  the  son  of  Henry,  holds  1 messuage, 
80  acres  of  land,  &c.  by  the  service  of  a fee. 
Is.  8d.  &c* 

William  Talmache,  1 messuage,  147  acres  of 
land,  &c.  for  | a fee,  1^.  4d. 

Saxham  parva.  Adam  de  Geddyng  holds  167 
acres  of  land,  &c.  of  the  abbot  for  J a fee ; and 
to  the  ward  of  Norwich  Castle,  at  the  end  of 
twenty  weeks,  2s.  Ad. 

Blackburn  hundred.  Walsham.  Rob.  de  Wale- 
ynes,  is  capital  lord  by  his  portion  [jportione 
sud\  of  the  barony  of  Blound,  and  holds  1 mes- 
suage in  the  same  town,  3 carucates  and  a-half, 
and  52  acres  of  land,  &c.  of  [our]  lord  the  King 
in  capite  by  the  service  of  3 knights’  fees  and  f . 
And  to  the  ward  of  Norwich,  16^.  8d.  yearly,  &c. 

This  last  article,  it  seems,  did  not  belong  to  the 
abbot. 

How  these  knights’  fees  were  sub-divided  take 
this  instance. 

In  Palegrave,  Will.  Chamberleyn  holds  one 
messuage  and  2^  acres  of  land  of  Hugh  de  Beufu, 
by  the  service  of  \2d. ; and  tu  the  ward  of  Nor- 
wich Castle  \\d.  And  the  said  Hugh  of  Roger 
de  Beuchaumpe,  and  the  said  Roger  of  the  Abbot 
of  St.  Edmund,  and  the  Abbot  of  the  King  in 
capite. 
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Ex  transcript 
penes  PLNN. 


However,  I think  it  also  convenient  to  insert  a 
note  or  two  out  of  the  original  return  or  certificate, 
made  into  the  King’s  exchequer,  14  Henry  II. 
by  the  Bishop  of  Chichester  of  the  knights’  fees 
belonging  to  his  church,  which  seems  (contrary  to 
what  I have  before  observed)  to  import,  that  a 
knight’s  fee  consisted  then  of  some  common, 
known,  and  determinate  quantity  of  land. 

Jordan  de  Isleham  Alueredus  and  eight  other 
persons  named  hold  1 fee  of  a knight  et  superest 
dimid,  virgata,  and  there  is  one  yard  land  over. 

And  after  having  particularized  the  persons  who 
held  8 fees  and  a-half  more,  it  concludes  thus : — 

These  are  9 fees  of  knights  and  a-half ; and 
there  is  a ninth  part  of  a knight  over  which  John 
de  Brada  holds  ; and  these  are  of  the  ancient 
feoffment.  But  of  the  new  feoffment,  Robert  de 
Dent  holds  a fee  of  a knight  [dimid.  Hida 
minus]  wanting  half  a hide. 

In  Bixla  are  10  hides  which  the  Bishop  of  Chi- 
chester anciently  held  in  his  demesne,  but  the 
Earl  of  Augens  or  Ewe,  taking  the  land  from  the 
bishop  and  church,  infeoffed  therewith  4 knights. 
The  bishop  and  Church  recovered  of  that  land  5 
hides  in  demesne ; and  2 knights  hold  the  other 
5 hides  of  the  bishop  for  2 fees. 

But  again,  under  the  title  of  Lincolnshire,  the 
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charter  or  certificate  of  Lambert  Scotennus  men- 
tions, that  he  held  of  the  King  16  carucates  of  land 
and  2 [Bovatas]  Oxgangs,  by  the  service  of  10 
knights.  In  these  carucates  I have  5 knights  in- 
feoffed  of  ancient  time;  and  of  the  demesne  I owe 
you  the  service  of  5 knights,  and  of  that  demesne 
I have  given  to  Rob.  de  Portmore  [3  p.]  the  third 
part  of  a knight’s  fee. 

Of  the  Castle  Guard  Services  from  Ely. 

The  lands  belonging  to  the  monastery  of  Ely 
were  also  subject  to  the  service  of  castle-guard  at 
the  castle  of  Norwich. 

William  the  Conqueror  commanded  Simeon, 
Abbot  of  Ely,  to  maintain  a [^prcesidium']  garrison  of 
40  knights  in  Ely.  And  William  Rufus  commanded 
the  number  of  the  garrison  in  Ely  to  be  doubled. 

Whether  that  was  the  number  of  the  knights 
to  do  service  also  at  Norwich  Castle  then,  I am 
not  sufficiently  informed  to  assert.  But  some  the 
abbot  was  obliged  to  find  here,  for  exemption  from 
which  service,  he  obtained  a writ  from  the  said 
King  William  II.  (between  A. D.  1080  and  1089). 

William,  King  of  the  English,  to  Lanfranc  the 
Archbishop,  and  Gosfride  Bishop  of  Constance, 
and  Robert  Earl  of  Mori  tone,  greeting.  Forbid 
that  Remigius,  the  Bishop  [of  Lincoln]  require  any 


Liber  rub. 
Scaccar. 


Castle  Guard 
Services  from 
Ely, 


Leland  Coll.  v. 
1,  p.  860,  ex 
Histor.  Eliens. 
Vita  Simeonis. 
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Dr.  Brady’s 
Append,  p.  5, 
No.  8.  ex  Hist. 
Eliens  penes 
Dr.  Gale.  p. 
94.  b. 


Hist.  Eliens. 
praedict.  f.  114, 


new  customs  within  the  Isle  of  Heli,  &:c.  Of  the 
custody  of  Northuic,  let  Symeon,  the  abbot  be 
free,  but  let  him  cause  his  [municionem]  armour 
(Q.  guard  or  garrison  ?)  to  be  carried  [ibiJ]  thi- 
ther and  kept,  &c. 

However,  this  was  only  an  exemption  for  a time, 
because  when  King  Henry  I.  made  Hervoeus 
Bishop  of  Ely,  he  found  that  church  onerated  with 
the  said  service,  and  for  a good  sum  of  money  he 
procured  that  king’s  charter  of  release  from  it. 

Henry,  King,  &c.  I will  that  the  bishop,  church, 
and  monks  of  Ely  shall  be  for  ever  quit  of  the  ward 
of  knights  which  they  were  used  to  make  in  my 
Castle  of  Norwich,  and  from  those  25,y.  and 
which  they  gave  every  year  to  my  watchman  of 
the  same  Castle  [de  liberacione  sua]  for  his  livery, 
and  from  all  those  services  and  works,  and  things 
whatsoever,  which  they  were  used  to  perform  to 
the  said  Castle  for  the  Bishoprick  of  Ely.  Wit- 
ness, Roger  Bishop  of  Salisbury,  Alexander 
Bishop  of  Lincoln,  Will.  Earl  of  Warren,  Hugh 
Bigot,  &c.  Given  at  Windresores. 

The  said  King,  by  other  charters,  acquitted  them 
of  40.y.  de  wardepeny,  and  pardoned  their  scutage 
(or  tax  of  knights’  fees)  from  £100  to  £40. 

These  exemptions  are  also  in  the  charters  of 
King  Richard  I.  to  the  church  of  Ely. 
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Richard,  by  the  grace  of  God,  king,  &c.  We 
have  granted,  &c.  to  God  and  to  the  church  of  St. 

^thelred,  and  to  William  [bishop]  elect  of  Ely, 
and  to  the  monks  there  serving  God,  &c.,  and 
let  the  same  church  be  free  from  the  ward  of 
knights  in  our  Castle  of  Norwich,  so  that  the 
knights  of  the  honour  of  St.  ^theldred,  who  used 
to  perform  ward  in  the  aforesaid  Castle,  may  do 
it  in  Ely,  at  the  summons  of  the  bishop  of  Ely. 

Also  let  the  same  church  be  acquitted  of  the  25s, 
and  5^d,  which  were  given  to  the  watchman  of  the 
same  Castle  yearly  (de  liberacione  sud)  for  his 
livery,  out  of  the  land  of  St.  ^theldred.  And 
let  it  be  acquitted  of  the  40^.  of  wardepeny  which 
were  required  of  their  land  and  their  tenants. 

This  charter  is  dated  at  Westminster,  10  Octob., 
in  the  first  year  of  his  reign.  But  because  the 
King  lost  his  seal  when  he  was  taken  prisoner  in 
Germany,  he  granted  another  charter  under  his 
new  seal,  dated  apud  Rupem  Andeliati,  the  first  S^s.^Ed- 
day  of  July,  the  ninth  year  of  his  reign. 

PLNN. 

The  sum  of  the  knights  of  Suffolk  (qu.  Norfolk 
and  Suffolk  ?)  belonging  to  the  bishop  of  Ely, 
were  28|-  and  7 parts  of  a knight.  How  many 
in  the  whole  did  belong  to  him,  and  the  particu- 
lars of  them,  we  find  in  the  Red  Book  of  the 
Exchequer,  as  follows  : — 
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Cantebriggescire.  The  charter  of  Nigellus, 
bishop  of  Ely. 

To  his  venerable  Lord  Henry,  by  the  grace  of 
God,  the  illustrious  king  of  England,  Nigellus, 
bishop  of  Ely,  greeting.  According  to  your  com- 
mandment we  have  caused  to  be  diligently  in- 
quired the  services  of  our  knights ; and  their 
names  and  number  underwritten,  as  well  of  the 
ancient  as  of  the  new  feoffment,  we  transmit  to 
you. 

In  Cantebrigge  [scire]  there  are  of  the  ancient 
feoffment, 

Hamo  [Peccatum]  Pecche,  3 knights  of  the  fee 
of  Roger  Peverell. 

Hugh  de  Doura,  3 knights  of  the  fee  of  the  same 


R.  Peverell. 

Eborardus  de  Middleton  2 knights 

Hen.  Picot  1 

Stephen  and  Hen.  de  Scalar  1 

Eustace  de  Manerio 2 

Robt.  Foliot  1 

Will.  Muschet  1 

Humf.  the  son  of  Geoffrey  1 

Toroid  de  Hangeton  1 


Will.  [Dispensator]  le  Dispenser  [4  p.]  the  4th 
part  of  a knight ; (but  qu.  if  not  4-5ths  of  a fee,  as 
I have  elsewhere  found  it  to  express.) 


<1 
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And  of  the  new  feoffment  of  our  demesne : — 

Paganus  de  Heringford 1 knight 

Petrus  [Pincerna]  le  Boteler  0|- 

Ralph  the  son  of  Richard 1 

Adam  the  son  of  Adam  0^ 

Of  the  purpresture  of  the  Marsh,  which  was 
never  before  made  profit  of: — 

Reignald  de  Niwetone  knight 

Walter  de  Panpewrth  1 

Jordan  de  Samford  1 

And  in  Norfolk  of  the  ancient  feoffment : — 

Will,  de  Beskewell  knight 

Steph.  de  Marisco 0^ 

Hen.  de  Raia  3 

The  son  of  Hubert  de  Munchanesi  1 
Will,  the  son  of  Generan 1 

And  of  the  new  Feoffment : — 

Ralph  Dapifer  1 knight 

Earl  Hugh  6 

(for  which  he  hath  never  done  service.) 

In  Suthfolk  of  the  ancient  Feoffment ; — 

Rob.  de  Cokfield  1 knight. 

Fulk.  de  Trussel  1 

Hamo  [Peccatum]  Pecche  3 

Geffrey  de  Drenchston 1 

Alan,  the  son  of  Frodo 1 

E 
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Luke  de  Debenham  2 

Will,  de  Norewic 1 

Ralph  Pirot  2 

Rich,  the  son  of  Osbert 1 

Rob,  the  son  of  Hugh  2 

Hen.  de  Glanvill  1 

Gilb.  the  son  of  Frodo 1 

Of  the  fee  of  Roland  the  son  of  Isaac  0^ 
The  Earl  of  Clare 2 


And  of  the  new  Feoffment : — 

Ralph  Dapifer  ...  2 Knights  in  Cambriggescire. 

In  Hertfordscire  of  the  ancient  Feoffment. 

Rog.  de  Valonijs 0^  knt. 

Asbertus  [AngL]  English  1 

Simon  the  son  of  Adam 1 

In  Essex  of  the  ancient  Feoffment : — 

Ralph  de  Bermers  2 knts. 

Will.  [Peregrinus]  le  Estrange  1 

Reignald  de  Faubrigge  1 

Luke  de  Tirlinge  1 

Simon  de  Roinges  2 

But  Earl  Alberic  hath  his  service  [de  novo]  lately. 
Luke  de  Berkesheved  and  Ranulph  de  Haia, 
1 knight  of  the  fee  of  Richard  de  Salconill. 

Will,  de  Hanlege,  1 knight  of  the  same  fee ; 
but  it  is  in  Sutfolke. 
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And  of  the  new  Feoffment : — 

Earl  Alberic  2 knts. 

Of  these  we  are  certain.  And  if  we  can  enquire 
further,  we  shall  willingly  signify  to  you.  Fare- 
well. 

The  following  is  a later  and  more  particular 
account  of  the  Knights’  Fees  belonging  to  the  said 
church,  shewing  in  what  towns  the  lands  lay. 

Inquisitions  12  and  13  of  King  John.  Cante- 
brige  and  Huntingdon  [shires]. 

Knights  holding  of  the  Bishoprick  of  Ely. 

Will,  de  Scalarijs,  knight,  in  Selford, 
Wroting,  and  Belesham. 

Hugh  de  Scalarijs,  knight,  in  Waddon,Overe, 

and  Swafham. 

Rob.  de  Insula,  1 knight,  in  Fainton  and  Co- 
tenham,  and  ^ [4ta]  in  Westwik,  which  he  holds 
in  farm. 

Gilbert  Peche,  knights  in  Ramton,  Herleston, 
Madingley,  Lellewarthe,  Cotenham,  andDainton. 

Hen.  de  Esex  [4ta]  in  Ordewik. 

Will.  Macherut,  1 knight,  in  Ditton. 

Eustace  de  Eya,  J knight,  in  Eye. 

Robert,  the  son  of  Walter,  2 knights,  in 
Westleg,  Sulburne,  and  Toucresham. 

Tho.  de  Sanford,  ^ knight,  in  Starleg. 

E 2 
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Gilbert  Aucunechose,  > 

and  Rob.  Leir.  1 [in]  Winelingebert. 

Geffrey  de  Trely,  1 knight,  in  Meldeburne. 
Rob.  Picot^  1 knight,  in  Cucye. 

Walter  de  Ely,  1 knight,  in  Pampesworthe. 
Peter  de  Beche,  3 knights,  in  Middilton. 

Will,  the  son  of  Simon,  ^ knight,  in  Stapilford. 
Simon  de  Insula,  1 knight,  \in  Imula\  in  the 
Isle. 

Richard  de  Cawell,  1 knight,  in  Cawell  and 
Hetfelde. 

In  Essex. 

Earl  Alberic^  4 knights  in  Roinges. 

Walter  de  Famburg,  1 knight,  in  Fambrige. 
Ralph  Gernun,  1 knight,  in  Brokesfed. 

Ralph  de  Berners,  2 knights,  in  Strethale. 

Hen.  Pelerin,  1 knight,  in  Gatemere. 

The  Earl  of  Clare,  knight,  in  Brokefeld. 

Will,  de  Haia,  knight,  in  Ratendon. 

In  Hertford. 

Rob.  the  son  of  Walter,  ^ knight,  in  Hetfend. 
Will,  the  son  of  Simon,  \ knight,  in  Hetfeld. 
JohnBassingburne,  1 knight,  in  Hetfeld  (which 
Henry  de  Alneto  held). 

John  [Pincerna],  or  Butler  of  Chaterei,  Jknighty 
in  Caterug. 

Aimerus  de  Basehuill,  \ knight. 
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Rob.  de  Hulme,  1 knight. 

Huntingdon. 

Simon  de  Insula  [6  p.],  ^ part,  in  Elme. 

Richard  de  Argentein,  1 knight,  in  Somersham. 

Joceline  de  Walpole  [12  p.]  tV  part  in  Wis- 
beche,  and  a in  Walepole. 

Steph.  de  Mariscis,  1 knight,  in  Walesuchne. 

Eborard  de  Vernone  [6  p.]  ^ part  in  Elme. 

Will  de  Reinham  [3  p.]  J part,  in  Chlens- 
warton. 

Will,  de  Nuncamp  [12  p.]  * part  in  Wisbeche. 

Reignald  de  Mariscis,  a knight,  in  Elme. 

Adam  de  Brokne,  1 knight,  in  Brokne. 

Rich,  de  Milkham  [4ta]  ^ in  Wisbech  and 
Elme. 

Rich,  de  Litlebur  [8]  - in  Wisbech. 

Norfolk  and  Suffolk. 

Will.  Mallet,  1 knight,  in  Fineberge. 

Thomas  de  Arderne,  1 knight  there. 

Robert  de  Insula,  2 knights  in  Nedding. 

Wido  de  Derdun  [Qu.  Verdun  ?]  ^ knight,  in 
Hecham. 

Osbert  de  Wacesham,  1 knight  in  Wacesham. 

Hubert  Thermod  [4tam]  a | in  Suffolke. 

Hugh  de  Aubervill,  6 knights,  of  which  Will. 
Malet  and  Tho.  Arderne  hold,  and  the  lady  Petro- 
nilla  ^ a knight  in  Berkinge. 
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Lib.  Rub. 
Scaccarij. 


Castle  Guard 
Services 
St.  Bennefs  h 
the  Hulm, 


Henry  de  Hulveston,  2 knights  in  the  liberty  of 
Wederingesete. 

Wiscard  Ledet,  ^ a knight  in  Branuden  and  La- 
kingvede. 

John  Marscall,  2 knights  in  Okeinge,  and  1 
knight  in  Filneton,  near  Pulchenam. 

Geffrey  de  Haumbli  [4  p.]  a ^ in  Herurst. 

John  de  Katena  [4  partem]  a f . 

Of  the  Castle  Guard  Rents  or  Services  which  were 

paid  by  the  Abbey  of  St.  Bennefs  in  the  Hulm. 

The  lands  of  that  abbey  were  anciently  thus 
chargeable,  as  appears  from  this  writ  (for  confir- 
mation of  discharge)  of  King  Hen.  I.,  as  I take  it, 
which  is  in  the  register  of  Hulm,  in  the  Cotton 
library  : 

Henry,  king  of  England,  to  Robert  Fitz-Walter 
and  Ralph  Passelewe,  greeting : Cause  ye  the 
land,  and  meadows,  and  [annonam^  corn,  of  the 
abbot  of  Holme  to  be  in  peace  from  the  wardings 
of  the  Castle  of  Norwich,  and  namely  that  of 
Hecham.  And  let  him  hold  [omnia  sua^  all  the 
things  thereof  in  peace.  Witness  Eborard  the 
son  of  the  Earl  at  Wodestoke. 

King  Edward  the  Confessor,  by  his  charter  to 
the  said  monastery  of  St.  Bennet,  to  have  sache 
and  socne,  &c.,  and  haverpeny  and  wardpeny,  &c. 
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King  Stephen  granted  the  same,  and  that  all 
the  lands  and  possessions  of  that  monastery  should 
be  free  from  all  secular  service. 

Henry  II.  the  like. 

And  I find  no  other  mention  of  the  lands  of  St. 
Bennet  having  been  charged  to  Castle  guard 
service  but  in  that  writ  concerning  Heigham  ; so 
that  they  were  very  early  discharged  from  it. 

And  as  to  the  grant  of  wardpeni,  I find  the 
abbey  of  Bury  had  several  small  yearly  pay- 
ments out  of  their  tenements,  under  the  name  of 
warpeni. 

The  knights’  fees  belonging  to  this  abbey,  14 
Hen.  II.,  appear  from  the  following  certificate, 
then  made. 

The  Charter  of  the  Abbot  of  Hulm. 

To  his  most  dear  lord  Henry,  the  illustrious 
king  of  England,  William  by  the  grace  of  God, 
called  abbot  of  Hulm,  greeting,  &c.  and  faithful 
service.  These  are  the  knights  of  our  church  of 
ancient  feoffment : 

Will,  de  Caletorp  hath  a knight’s  fee. 

Rich,  de  Harstested  [Irstede,  I suppose]  a 
knight’s  fee. 

In  the  same  town,  Barth,  de  Glanvil  holds 
[3  p,mJ]  a third  part  of  a knight’s  fee. 


Reg.  Hulm. 
Bib.  Cotton 
Galba,E.2.  Ej 
transcript  Le 
Neve. 


Reg.  Sacr. 
Bury. 
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Lib.  Rub. 
Scace. 


1345. 

Anth.  Norris. 


In  the  town  of  Hanigg,  Walter  de  Willington, 
the  half  of  a knight. 

Stephen  [5  the  fifth  part  of  a knight  in 

Redham. 

Will,  de  Stalham  [5  p.m,"],  the  fifth  part  of  a 
knight  in  Beseton  and  in  Stalham. 

Of  a new  feoffment  after  the  death  of  King 
Henry  [I.]  we  have  none. 

The  following  is  a list  of  the  knights’  fees  of  the 
said  abbey,  as  it  is  contained,  inter  alia,  in  the 
account  of  Nicholas  de  Gastello  and  others,  col- 
lectors of  the  aid  of  40^.  of  every  knight’s  fee  in 
the  county  of  Norfolk,  granted  to  [our]  Lord 
the  King,  to  make  his  eldest  son  a knight,  in  the 
second  year  of  King  Edw.  III.  A.D.  1345. 

Note. — A plain  mistake  of  the  date ; in  the 
second  year  of  Edw.  III.  he  had  no  son;  1345 
was  the  nineteenth  of  Edw.  III. 

In  the  Hundred  of  Tunsted. 

The  prior  of  Norwich,  the  prior  of  Penteny,  the 
prior  of  Bromeholm,  and  the  prior  of  Fakenham,' 
tenants  of  the  lands  in  Wurstede,  which  were  of 
Robert  de  Mateby,  and  other  tenants  of  the  lands 
which  were  of  Robert  de  Wursted,  hold  in  the 
same  town,  Dilham,  Northwalsham,  Skoruston, 
and  Barton,  1 knight’s  fee  of  the  abbot  of  St. 
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Bennet  of  the  Hulm,  and  the  abbot  of  the  King ; 
which  sometime  were  of  Reginald,  the  son  of 
Philip,  40,?. 

John  de  Leeme  and  his  coparceners  [jpercemrij 
sui\  hold  in  Beeston  and  Barton,  the  tenth  part  of 
a knight’s  fee  of  the  aforesaid  abbot  and  the  abbot 
of  the  king,  which  John  de  Leem  and  their  ances- 
tors sometime  held,  4^. 

The  said  abbot  holds  in  Boston  and  Barton  the 
tenth  part  of  a knight’s  fee  of  the  King,  which 
John  de  Cockfield  sometime  held,  4$. 

Margaret,  which  was  the  wife  of  John  de  Gym- 
mingham,  with  her  tenants,  John,  the  son  of 
Hugh  Wipe  and  other  tenants,  and  purchasers  of 
the  tenements  which  were  of  Thomas  Peeche  in 
[de]  Horning,  Wytton  Crostweit  and  Ridlington, 
Walcot,  and  Happisburgh,  hold  ^ a knight’s  fee 
of  the  aforesaid  abbot,  and  the  abbot  of  the  king, 
which  John  de  Gymmingham  sometime  held,  20,?. 

The  said  abbot  holds  by  [his]  barony  the  manors 
of  Horning,  Hoveton  St.  John,  Netesherd,  and 
North  Walsham  of  the  King  for  2^  knights’  fees, 
with  his  other  tenements  in  Demesne,  100,?. 

Hundred  of  Happing. 

The  said  abbot  holds  his  manors  of  Ludham, 
Potter-Heigham,  and  Catfield,  with  their  appur- 
tenances, as  parcel  of  his  barony,  for  undivided  of 
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the  King  in  capite  by  the  service  of  2^  knights’ 
fees,  100^. 

Hundred  of  West  Flegg. 

The  said  abbot  holds  his  manors  of  Ashbie  and 
Thurne  of  the  King  in  capite,  belonging  to  his 
barony,  which  he  holds  of  the  King  by  the  service 
of  2|-  knights’  fees,  as  is  above  contained  in  the 
Hundred  of  Tunsted,  100^. 

Hundred  of  Walsham. 

The  said  abbot  holds  the  manor  of  Bastwick  to 
himself  with  his  other  tenements  of  his  barony  of 
the  King  in  capite ; by  how  many  fees  is  not  known, 
and  it  is  answered  in  the  Hundred  of  Tunsted. 

Hundred  of  Depwade. 

The  said  abbot  holds  in  Tibenham  a manor  of 
the  king  in  capite;  by  what  service  is  not  known. 

Sr.  Laurence  de  Hastings  holds  in  Tibenham 
^ a knight’s  fee  of  the  said  abbot,  and  he  of  the 
King,  which  John  de  Hastings  sometime  held,  20^. 

Liber  Memovand.']  At  Easter  Term,  the  7th  of  King 

'Id^FPisori 

M.s.  * James,  I found,  saith  A.  Harrison,  these  tenures 
and  others ; whereby  it  appears,  that  the  Bishop 
of  Norwich  holds  his  now  bishoprick  (which  2 
Edward  III.  was  an  Abbacy)  in  capite  by  divers 
knights’  fees. 

The  bishop  compounded  for  all  the  lands  of  the 
bishoprick  for  the  aid  to  make  Prince  Henry, 
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eldest  son  of  King  James,  a knight,  for  £20. 
[A.D.  1609.] 

Further,  it  appears  in  the  memorandums  of  the 
Exchequer. 

Tho.  Reede  holds  the  Manor  of  Boysez  with  its 
appurtenances  in  Rollesbye,  of  John,  Abbot  of 
St.  Rennet  of  the  Hulm,  by  fealty  and  the  rent 
of  42^.  per  annum.  And  the  same  abbot  holds  that 
Manor  of  [our]  lord  the  King  by  fealty  and  8^.  of 
yearly  rent,  and  suit  of  turn  in  the  Hundred  of 
West  Flegg  twice  in  the  year. 

These  were  the  knights’  fees  of  the  said  abbey; 
but  which,  how  many,  or  whether  all  used  to  pay 
castle-guard  rent  to  Norwich  Castle,  I shall  not 
assert  till  further  informed. 

But  note — in  the  bishop’s  pleading,  30  Henry 
VIII.  to  get  discharged  of  the  castle-guard  rents  for 
the  old  lands  of  the  bishoprick,  he  alleged  also, 
that  he  held  then  no  lordships,  manors,  lands,  &c. 
chargeable  to  the  ward  of  the  said  castle ; so  that  it 
should  seem  the  lands  late  of  St.  Bennet  Abbey  which 
the  bishop  then  held  (instead  of  the  ancient  lands  of 
the  bishoprick)were  not  chargeable  with  that  service. 

Of  other  Services  due  to  the  Castle  of  Norwich. 

Besides  all  these  before-mentioned,  the  lands  of 
some  other  men  were  also  chargeable  with  this 


Term.  Trin. 

9.  Hen.  VIII. 
Rot.  14  ex  parte 
Rem. 


Liber.  Anth. 
Harrison  MS. 
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Lib.  Rub. 
Scaccar. 


service,  as  appears  from  the  following  charter  or 
certificate  made  14  Henry  II.  viz. 

The  charter  of  Roger  de  Keneteswell 
[of  Suffolk.] 

To  his  most  excellent  Lord  Henry,  the  illus- 
trious King  of  England,  Duke  of  Normandy  and 
Aquitain,  Earl  of  Anjou,  greeting  and  faithful 
service.  [^Sciatis]  Know  ye  that  I owe  to  you  the 
service  of  10  knights  [whereof]  5 are  of  ancient 
feoffment. 

Earl  Alberic  holds  of  me  the  fee  of  1 knight. 

Will,  de  Chaisneto  [de  Noric]  of  Norwich,  the 
fee  of  1 knight. 

Geffrey,  the  son  of  Baldewin,  the  fee  of  1 knight. 
But  that  is  seised  into  your  hand,  and  neverthe- 
less they  make  me  perform  full  service  for  it  to 
the  ward  [de  Noric]  of  Norwich. 

And  Philip  de  Burgo  holds  of  me  the  fee  of 
one  knight. 

And  Joceline  de  Lodnes  holds  of  me  the  fee 
of  one  knight. 

And  I owe  to  you  for  my  demesne  the  service 
of  five  knights. 

I judge  therefore  that  all  the  knights’  fees  of 
R.  de  Keneteswell  were  obliged  to  the  Castle 
Guard  service  of  Norwich  Castle. 
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More  of  Castle  Guard  Rents. 

Mathew  de  Porta,  of  Ipswich,  granted  to  the 
prior  and  convent  of  Norwich  3^  acres  of  land, 
which  he  held  of  Robert,  the  son  of  Walter,  the 
merchant,  in  the  town  of  Henle  [in  Suffolk], 
paying  to  the  scutage  of  20s.  when  it  happens 
Ad.,  and  to  the  ward  of  Norwich  Id.  N.B.  about 
A.D. 1250. 

Rog.,  the  son  of  John  de  Keteryngham,  29 
Edw.  I.,  quiteclaimed  to  Tho.  de  Begheton  and 
his  heirs,  all  his  right  in  one  halfpenny  of  Castle 
Guard  Rent,  which  the  same  Tho.  used  to  pay 
always  when  the  said  rent  happened  due  for  a 
piece  of  land  in  Heneley  aforesaid. 

Will.  Bardolf  holds  of  the  King  in  capite  30 
acres  of  land  in  Tylney,  as  a member  of  Wyringey, 
by  the  service  of  \^faciend.']  paying  Is.  in  every 
month  of  the  year  to  the  ward  of  Norwich  Castle, 
and  by  the  service  of  half  a mark  yearly  to  the 
same  Castle.  Anno  4 Edw.  I. 

In  the  account  of  the  collector  of  the  rents  and 
farms  of  the  manors,  &c.  late  of  Hugh  att  Fenne, 
in  Haryngby,  Tunsted,  &c.  1 Hen.  VII.  I find 
there  was  then  paid  to  the  manor  of  Overhalle, 
in  Hekelyn,  2s.  Id.,  whereof  for  Castle  Guard  2d. 

(But  Qu.  if  this  was  for  Norwich  Castle,  or  for 
the  Castle  of  Eye  ?) 


A.D.  1250. 
29  Edw.  I. 


Regist.  Sacrist. 
Eccl.  Norwic. 
f.  19,  34. 


Le  Neve. 
4)  Edw.  1. 


Archiv.  Eccl. 
Norwic. 


Placita  de  Ju- 
ratis  et  Assis. 
coram  Sol.  Rolf. 
&c.  14<  Edw.  I. 

12  Edw.  III. 


Eschaet 
35  Edw.  III. 
2^2.  pars. 
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Roger  Le  Gros  held  of  John  le  Porter,  of 
Wodenorton,  the  sixteenth  part  of  a knight’s  fee 
in  Hemstede,  by  the  knight’s  service,  viz,  by  the 
sixteenth  part  of  a fee  and  ^%d.  to  the  ward 
of  Norwich  Castle,  at  the  end  of  thirty  weeks. 

In  the  account  of  the  manor  of  Whetacre,  12 
Edw.  III. 

Paid  Castle  Guard  in  part  of  payment,  2^.  Qd. 

Item  in  gift  to  Jno.  Gerard,  baililF,  itinerant  of 
the  Castle  of  Norwich,  4 bushels  of  wheat,  by 
commandof  the  lady,ti?.^.  the  Lady  Maud  Bay  nard. 

The  manor  of  Hanworth,  belonging  to  one  of 
the  daughters,  and  Heirs  of  Tho.  de  Brotherton, 
Earl  of  Norfolk,  was  held  in  capite  by  the  ser- 
vice of  2^s.  pel'  ann,  to  the  ward  of  the  Castle  of 
Norwich. 

Also  to  the  list  of  the  knights’  fees  lately 
belonging  to  the  Bp.  of  Norwich  and  to  the  Abbey 
of  Bury  made  in  Hen.  VIII. ’s  time,  after  the  dis- 
solution of  monasteries,  there  are  added  several 
other  knights’  fees,  which  were  held  of  the  Castle 
of  Norwich,  as  follow,  viz. 

And  there  are  certain  lands  in  Feningham  (in 
another  account  Felmingham)  [held]  by  a 
knight’s  fee  [and  pay]  Is.  6d. 

Robert  Garnishe  and  Richard  Yaxley  hold 
their  lands  by  knights’  service,  and  pay 
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Walter  Hubbert  holds  his  land  in  Gillingham 
by  ^ of  a knight’s  fee,  M. 

Robert  Wingfeeld  holds  the  manor  of  Herpole 
\_alias  Harepoole]  by  the  service  of  a knight’s  fee 
[^alias  of  1 fee]  and  pay^  to  the  ward  of  the  Castle 
of  Norwich  from  30  weeks  to  30  weeks,  1^.  Qd, 

Two  knights’  fees  issuing  out  of  the  manor  of 
Benhall,  and  pay,  &c.  3^.  Ad. 

One  knight’s  fee  issuing  out  of  the  manor  of 
Bucklington,  and  pay,  &c.  1^. 

The  manor  of  Bliboroughe  is  held  by  knights’ 
service,  and  pays,  &c.  lOd.  {alias  1^.6^/.] 

Tho.  Folstocke  holds  the  manor  of  Wlnghall 
{alias  Winghill],  and  pays,  &c.  6^.  %d. 

Will.  Jenny  holds  the  manor  of  Derham  by 
^ of  a knight’s  fee,  and  pays,  &c.  ^d. 

Anthony  Rowse  holds  1 knight’s  fee,  issuing 
out  of  certain  lands  of  his  in  Boxfeild  {alias  Lax- 
field],  and  pays,  &c.  3s. 

JohnWingfeild  and  John  Lay ston  hold  1 knight’s 
fee  in  Badingham,  3s. 

Certain  lands  in  Campston  pay,  &c.  3d. 

Francis  Calthorpe  holds  2 knights’  fees  issuing 
out  of  Way  bridge  [is  Waybrede]  and  Wethers- 
dale,  6^. 

The  Castle  Guard  for  1 knight’s  fee  issuing  out 
oL  Downingworth,  3s.  > 
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Liber  Le  Neve 
called  Norff. 
Tenures,  p.  11, 
&c.  and  Liber 
ejusd.  called 
Level’s  Book. 


Anthony  Wingfield  holds  ^ of  a knight’s  fee  in 
Laxfield,  10^?. 

John  Jerningham  holds  | a knight’s  fee  in 
Homham  \alias  Horeham],  lOfi?. 

Master Knevet  holds  a ^ of  a knight’s  fee 

in  Stradbroke,  \0d, 

Anthony  Wingfield  holds  ^ a knight’s  fee  in 
Catsham  [alias  Shatsham]  and  Bawdsey,  lOfi?. 

Two  knights’  fees  issuing  out  of  lands  in  Dal- 
linghoo,  1^.  Qd. 

And  there  are  other  lands  in  Bawsey,  Alderton, 
in  Belforde,  and  in  Thorneham,  which  are  held  by 
knights’  service  and  pay,  &c.,  8^. 

And  there  is  a knight’s  fee  in  Bacton  [alias 
Buckton]  in  the  tenure  of  John  Albas  ter,  and 
pays,  &c.  Is,  6d. 

John  Topfield  holds  ^ a knight’s  fee,  issuing 
out  of  certain  lands  in  Bacton,  Is,  6d, 

The  Manor  of  Cattesham  [alias  Shattesham,] 
pays,  &c.  10^. 

And  moreover,  there  are  in  the  bailiwick  of 
Berne,  and  in  the  bailiwick  of  Thurg,  in  the  bai- 
liwick of  Parker,  in  the  bailiwick  of  Strange,  in 
the  bailiwick  of  Vaux,  and  in  the  bailiwick  of 
Eyre,  divers  manors  and  lands  which  pay  to  the 
ward  of  the  Castle  aforesaid. 

Concerning  the  aforesaid  bailiwicks,  note  that 
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the  knights’  fees  belonging  to  the  Honour  of  Eye^ 
are  distributed  into  7 bailiwicks,  called  Balliva 
Chamberlayne,  Balliva  Vaux,  &c.,  viz. 

1 Chamberlayne,  containing  2 knights’  fees. 

2 Vaux  lA^ 

3 Straunge  20 

4 Turgys  about  7 

5 Parker 

6 Eyr  12 

7 Berne  (in  Com.  Suff.)  about  4 

All  which  knights’  fees  being  partly  in  Norfolk, 
and  partly  in  Suffolk  and  Essex,  paid  to  the  ward 
of  the  Castle  [of  Eye]  for  each  fee,  20^.  at  the 
term  [due]  and  suit  to  the  Court  Baron  of  Eye, 
from  3 weeks  to  3 weeks. 

Of  other  Services  due  to  the  Castle  of  Norwich. 

In  the  ancient  book  called  Testa  de  Nevill, 
which  remaineth  in  the  Exchequer,  we  find  as 
follow,  viz. 

Roger  de  Burgo  holds  [BurguTTi]  Burgh  Castle 
in  Ludinglond  Hundred,  in  Suffolk,  by  the  service 
of  1 balister  (or  cross-bow-man)  at  his  costs  for 
[ad~\  the  Castle  of  Norwich,  and  the  land  is  worth 
100  shillings. 

Josceline  de  Burgo  holds  [the  same]  Burgh  by 
the  serjeantry  of  Balistery,  which  is  worth  £23, 

F 
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whereof  the  Prior  of  Bromholm  holds  54  acres, 
and  many  other  persons  hold  many  other 
parcels. 

[N.B.  This  Burgh  had  been  the  manor  of  Sti- 
gand,  the  Archbishop,  but  was  given  with  some 
other  lands  in  this  Hundred,  &c.,  by  the  king,  to 
Ralph  the  Balistar,  who  held  them  when  the  Con- 
queror’s Doomsday  Book  was  made.] 

Ralph  de  Erleham  holds  the  land  of  Robert  de 
Worthstede,  in  Erlham,  by  the  serjeantry  of 
{faciend,  40  diebus  Balistarium,)  performing  the 
part  of  a balister  for  40  days  in  the  Castle  of  Nor 
wich.  And  his  land  is  worth  40  shillings. 

And  in  other  records  as  follow  : — 

Liber. inquisit.  Robert  Passelcw  being  a Justice  Itinerant  in 

in  Scacc. 

PLNN.  the  ...  year  of  King  Henry  III.,  several  of  the 
grand  and  petit  serjeantys  in  the  county  of  Nor- 
folk, &c.  being  aliened  by  the  owners  thereof  with- 
out licence,  he  seised  them  into  the  king’s  hands, 
and  made  Ralph  de  Erlham  make  fine  to  the 
king  for  his  own  serjeanty,  and  that  of  Robert  de 
Worthstede,  and  for  all  those  who  held  of  the 
same  serjeanty,  at  £3  per  ann.  And  that  Ralph 
and  his  heirs  should  still  do  the  old  service  of 
finding  one  servant  with  [una  balista]  a cross-bow 
in  Norwich  Castle  in  time  of  war,  for  40  days,  at 
his  own  costs. 
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Hughde  Hamuli  granted  to  Will,  de  Pynkeny 
30  solidatse  of  land  in  Erlham,  in  arable  land,  in 
meadows,  and  in  homages,  to  be  held  of  him  and 
his  heirs,  paying  yearly  \2d.,  and  to  the  ward  of 
the  Arbalistery  of  Norwich  when  it  happened,  2^. 

Will,  de  Pynkeny,  of  Tatersete,  granted  to 
Dompnus  William  Prior,  and  the  Convent  of  Nor- 
wich to  the  use  of  the  almoner,  9^.  ^d.  of  yearly 
rent  to  be  received,  viz,  of  John  Chese,  6^.  for  60 
acres  of  land  which  he  held  of  him  in  Erlham, 
and  of  Ralph  de  Hecham,  3s.,  and  1 lb.  of  [cmini] 
cummin  seed,  for  20  acres  of  land  which  Katerine 
le  Cunte  held  of  the  said  Ralph.  And  of  John 
Bydun,  3d.,  for  his,  which  he  held  of  him  (the  said 
W.  de  Pykeny)  in  Earlham,  with  all  reliefs,  &c. 
Also  he  granted  them  Katherine  the  daughter  of 
Stephen  West,  and  William  Cnobelhorn,  with  all 
their  tenements  [et  sequelis  sms']  and  posterity,  to 
have  and  hold  for  ever. 

Ralph  de  Erlham  granted  to  the  prior  and  con- 
vent of  Norwich  and  their  successors,  that  they 
should  hold  of  him  and  his  heirs  the  tenement 
belonging  to  the  serjeanty  of  [our]  lord  the  King, 
which  they  purchased  of  Will,  de  Pykeny,  paying 
\M.  per  arm. 

Edward,  by  the  grace  of  God,  king,  &:c.,  to  the 
sheriff  of  Norfolk.  It  appears  to  us,  by  inspection 
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Regist.  secund. 
Eccles,Cathed. 
Norwici.  f.  56, 
57. 


18,20,  Edw.II. 
l,4.,Edw.  III. 


of  the  rolls  of  our  Exchequer,  that  Ralph  de  Erl- 
ham  made  a fine  with  the  lord  King  Henry  our 
father,  for  60s,  to  be  paid  to  our  same  father  and 
his  heirs  at  the  Exchequer  yearly,  for  the  aliena- 
tion which  the  aforesaid  Ralph  had  made  of  the 
serjeanty  which  sometime  was  of  Robert  de  Wurt- 
stede,  which  the  same  Ralph  then  held  of  our 
said  father.  So  that  the  tenants  of  the  lands  and 
tenements  alienated  of  the  serjeanty  aforesaid 
should  hold  them  of  the  aforesaid  Ralph  and  his 
heirs  by  the  fine  aforesaid.  And  upon  the  remon- 
strance of  Geffrey  de  Erlham,  son  and  heir  of  the 
aforesaid  Ralph,  lately  deceased,  we  have  under- 
stood that  the  aforesaid  tenants  refuse  to  pay  their 
portions  which  they  used  to  pay  to  the  same  Ralph, 
in  aid  of  his  payment  of  the  fine  aforesaid,  &c. 
We  command  you,  therefore,  that  you  distrain 
all  the  said  tenants  (whose  names  the  said  Geffrey 
will  certify  to  you)  by  their  lands  which  they 
hold  of  the  aforesaid  serjeanty  in  your  bailiwick, 
and  their  chattels  being  in  the  same  lands,  to  pay 
to  the  same  Geffrey  their  portions  which  they 
used  to  pay  to  the  same  Ralph,  towards  the  pay- 
ment of  the  fine  aforesaid,  &c. 

And  hence  it  is,  that  in  the  accounts  of  the 
messor  of  Erlham,  of  18  and  20  Edw.  II.  and  1 
and  4 Edw.  III.  (which  I have  seen),  there  is 
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yearly  charged  a payment  of  60^.  to  the  Castle 
of  Norwich,  which  money  was  levied  of  the 
tenants  of  the  said  manor  of  Erlham. 

John  de  Erleham,  20  Hen.  III.  held  his  land 
here  by  the  serjeanty  of  a balister,  in  defending 
the  said  Castle  for  forty  days. 

In  the  14th  of  Edw.  I.,  before  Sal.  de  Roches- 
ter, &c.,  the  King’s  Justices  Itinerant,  the  Jury 
say  concerning  serjeanties,  that  Ralph  de  Herl- 
ham  holds  the  manor  of  Herlham,  which  is  worth 
per  ann,  £10.  by  the  serjeanty  of  finding  in  the 
Castle  of  Norwich  one  balister  in  the  time  of  war, 
for  forty  days  at  his  own  charges.  And  it  is  rented 
at  the  King’s  Exchequer  at  60,y.  per  ann.  And  the 
sheriff  testifies  that  nothing  is  in  arrear  of  that 
rent.  And  being  asked  whether  it  is  entire  or 
not,  they  say  it  is  not ; because  they  say  that  the 
abbot  of  Langele  and  certain  others  hold  parcel  of 
the  same  serjeanty.  And  they  say  that  [our]  lord 
the  King  is  in  seisin  of  the  aforesaid  60^.  by  the 
hands  of  the  aforesaid  Ralph,  and  that  the  same 
Ralph  performs  the  said  service  as  aforesaid. 

Ralph  de  Erleham,  23  Edward  I.,  holds  of  the 
king,  in  capite,  in  Erleham,  certain  lands  and  tene- 
ments by  the  service  of  finding,  in  the  time  of  war, 
in  the  Castle  of  Norwich,  one  man  [cum  balisterio] 
with  a cross-bow,  for  forty  days,  at  his  own  cost. 


.20  Hen.  III. 


Liber.  Inquis. 
in  Scaccar. 

M Edw.  I. 


Placita  Coron. 
coram.  Sol.  Rof- 
fens,  et  Soc. 
apud  Norwic. 
14)  Edw.  I. 
Rot.  3. 

23  Edw.  I. 


Le  Neve. 
29  Edw.  I. 


Le  Neve. 

6 Edw.  IV. 


Eschaet. 

6 Edw.  IV. 
n.  11. 


Lib.  Teod. 
circa  tempus 
Hen.  III.  vel. 
Edw.  I. 


Rents  de  Alba 
Firma. 


Fin.  Mich,  in 
Scacc. 

R.  2.  Rot  1. 
PLNN. 
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Again,  29  Edw.  I.,  John  Erleham  held  in  his 
demesne,  as  of  fee,  five  acres  of  land,  and  four  mes- 
suages, and  twelve  acres  of  land  in  Erleham,  of  the 
King,  in  capite,  by  fealty  only,  and  by  the  service 
of  606*.,  to  be  paid  yearly  to  the  Castle  of  Norwich, 

In  the  6th  year  of  king  Edward  IV.,  Robert 
Aleyne  died,  seized  of  this  manor  of  Erlham,  held 
by  castle  guard  of  Norwich  Castle. 

I am  not  certain  whether  this  belongs  to  our 
Castle,  viz. 

Walter  Tursard  holds  in  Baningham  by  Arbalis- 
try,  of  the  gift  of  King  Henry,  and  it  was  a mem- 
ber of  Causton  as  his  demesne. 

See  more  of  Arbalisters  in  the  account  of  Nor- 
wich, from  Doomsday  Book. 

Of  Rents  de  Alba  Firma. 

There  were  also  certain  rents  paid  to  the  said 
Castle,  called  de  Alba  firma,  i,  e.  Blanch  or  White 
Farm. 

Henry,  brother  and  heir  of  John  Scogan,  chap- 
lain, held  the  manor  of  East  Reynham  Haviles 
of  the  King,  in  capite,  as  of  the  King’s  Castle  of 
Norwich,  by  the  service  of  paying  yearly  at 
Easter  40,s.  de  Alba  firma,  to  the  said  Castle. 

Afterwards  Towneshend  in  Soccage  by  the 
same  service. 
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Nicholas  atte  Chirche,  who  married  Margaret, 
the  daughter  of  William,  the  brother  of  George 
de  Melham,  cousin  and  heir  of  the  same  George, 

held  15  acres  of  land  and  2 of  meadow  in 

of  the  King  in  capite  by  the  serjeantry  of  paying 
to  the  Castle  of  Norwich  \ld,  per  ann, 

Robert  de  Clifton,  son  and  heir  of  Adam  de 
Clifton,  held  in  capite  the  Hundred  of  Frethebrige 
by  the  service  of  paying  bs,  8^.  de  Alba  Jirma  to 
the  Castle  of  Norwich  by  the  hands  of  the  sheriff 
of  Norfolk  for  all  services. 

Castre  Netherhall  alias  Lumpners  Manor  [in 
Castor  near  Norwich]  with  its  appurtenances,  was 
held  by  Tho.  Pettus  of  the  Queen  in  Soccage  by 
the  service  and  rent  of  \2d,  per  ann,  to  the  Castle 
of  Norwich  in  the  name  of  Alba  jirma. 

But  I suspect  there  may  be  no  more  in  these 
rents  of  Alba  jirma  at  first,  than  only  quit  rents 
due  to  the  King,  which  were  usually  paid  at  the 
Castle. 

Oj  Prises, 

And  besides  all  these,  there  were  certain  per- 
quisites called  prises,  claimed  and  taken  by  the 
Sheriff  of  Norfolk  as  custos  of  the  said  Castle,  as 
follows : 

Pleas  of  the  crown  before  Salom.  de  Rochester 
and  his  associate  justices  itinerant,  14  Edward  I. 


Le  Neve, 

Fines  Mich,  in 
Scacc.  4j  Hen. 
IV. 


Idem.  1 Hen. 
V. 


Eshcaet40Eliz. 
fol.  326.  val.  20 
li.  LeNeve. 


Prises. 


Placit.  Coron. 
U Edw.  I. 
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The  City  of  Norwich  came  by  twelve  jurors. 
Concerning  new  Customs,*  they  say,  that  all  the 
sheriffs  from  the  time  of  Will  de  Swynesford,  she- 
Rot.  inGiidhaii  riff,  VIZ.  now  twenty-four  years  past,  have  taken 
of  every  boat  coming  to  this  city  with  herring, 
twelve  herrings ; and  of  every  boat  laden  with 
[muluello]  Qu.  salt  fish,  or  cod-fish,  or  haddock  ? 
one  whiting  and  one  haddock ; and  of  every  cart- 
load [yirgarum]  of  osiers  coming  to  the  market  of 
Norwich,  one  handful ; and  of  every  cart-load  of 
earthen  pots,  one  pot ; and  of  every  cart-load  of 
[muluello]  salt  fish  coming  to  the  market,  one  mu- 
luell  and  a- half  (Q.  ? deest  in  uno  Cop.)  and  of 
every  pannier  with  herring  and  [marleng]  whitings 
coming  to  the  market,  three  herrings  or  three 
[murleng]  whitings. 

And  hereupon  came  Will,  de  Rothing,  the  she- 
riff, and  says,  that  [our]  lord  the  King  is  in  seisin 
of  these  prises  as  of  fee  belonging  to  the  Castle 
of  [our]  said  lord  the  King.  And  the  jury  testifies 
the  same.  Ideo  inde  loquend. 

Before  the  same  justices,  the  jury  of  the  Hun- 
dred of  Suth  Erpingham  presented,  that  Will,  de 
Rothing  the  sheriff,  took  of  John  Sparwe  of 
Caustone,  in  the  fair  of  St.  Mary  Magdalen, 

* It  is  also  in  the  roll  of  presentiments  before  the  said  jus- 
tices under  this  title,  viz.  De  Prisis  Dom.  Regis  sint  in  terra,  &c. 
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without  Norwich,  certain  fish  to  the  value  of  12^. 
by  extortion,  and  of  Alex.  Leuyng,  fish  to  the 
value  of  6,9. 10^/.  as  prise  to  the  Castle  of  Norwich, 
and  paid  them  nothing  for  the  same. 


Of  Gifts. 

The  officers  of  the  Castle  also  received  good 
gifts  of  the  religious  houses  (and  of  other  persons 
I suppose)  yearly,  at  Christmas  time  and  sometimes 
at  Easter  and  Purification.  For  instance,  it  ap- 
pears in  the  accounts  of  the  chamber  of  the  Prior 
of  Norwich,  that  he  paid  to  the  sheriff,  the  sheriff’s 
lady,  and  [Castellensibus']  to  the  officers  of  the 
Castle  in  King  Edward  the  Third’s  time,  £3.  or 
£4.  yearly.  The  highest  sum  mentioned  to  be  Compot. 

Camer.  W.  de 

paid  in  one  year,  is  £4.  15,9.  2d.  and  the  lowest  ciaxton  prioris 
£2. 15,9.  Qd. 

In  said  accounts,  and  in  the  accounts  of  the 
times  of  W.  de  Kyrkeby  and  H.  de  Lakenham, 
priors  before  him,  the  said  officers  and  gifts  are 
sometimes  particularized,  as  to  the  sheriff,  40,9. 

(later  accounts  20,9.  to  the  sheriffs  [Armigerd] 
gentleman  1^.  Qd.,  later  account  3^.  Ad.)  to  the 
constable  65.  %d. ; to  the  constable’s  clerk  1,9.  Qd. ; 
to  the  clerks  in  the  Castle  65. ; to  the  gate-keeper 
3,9. ; to  the  [Cursoribus']  messengers  of  the  Castle 
1^.  perhaps  the  same  mentioned  in  another  ac- 


Norwic,  anno 
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count;  to  the  itinerant  bailiff  of  the  Castle  Qd.y 
to  the  [speculatori']  watchman  of  the  Castle  \2d. 
And  in  the  account  of  the  Magister  Cellarij  of 
said  Priory,  4 Henry  IV.  to  the  Under- Sheriff  of 
Norfolk  6^.  86?.  and  to  the  Under-Sheriff  of  Suf- 
folk also  6s.  8d.  &c. 

Some  of  these  are  from  accounts  of  the  Prioress 
of  Carrowe. 

25Edw.  I.  Also  Comp.  Carrowe,  25  Edward  I.  Paid  for 
writing  and  sealing  divers  writs  at  the  Castle, 
&c..  Ad. 

Comp.  Norwich  Priory,  viz.  Camere  W.  Clax- 
ton,  Prioris. 

Paid  to  Geffrey  Ingelger  for  copying  of  writs  in 
the  Castle,  126?. 

Item  paid  to  one  of  the  Castle  for  a certain  fine 
levied,  6^.  86?. 

Comp.  Elemosin.  Norwic.  1340,  gives  to  the 
Bailiffs  of  the  Castle  for  delivering  of  the  horses 
at  Wyckilwode  at  divers  times,  5s.  Sd. 

29Edw.  III.  Compot.  Magistri  Celarij  Ecc.  Nowic.  39  Ed- 
ward III.  usque  40. 

To  Roger  Clerk,  Constable,  and  to  other  bailiffs 
and  ministers  of  the  Castle  among  themselves, 
with  the  chaplain  and  esquires  of  the  sheriff, 
25^.  106?. 

From  these  accounts  it  seems  the  Castle  was 
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the  place  of  residence  for  the  under-sheriff  of 
Norfolk,  and  his  clerks  and  bailiffs. 

And  this  being  the  principal  Castle  which  the 
King  had  in  the  two  counties  of  Norfolk  and  Suf- 
folk (which  were  both  under  one  sheriff  anciently) 
it  was  represented  on  the  seal  of  office  belonging 
to  the  high  sheriffs,  which  they  used  for  the  return 
of  all  writs,  &c.  Mention  is  made  of  this  seal  in 
the  Roll  of  Pleas  before  the  King,  21  Edward  I.,  21  Edw.  i. 
where  it  is  called  the  Sigillum  Castri  Norvici,  and 
said  to  be  the  Sigillum  Vice  comitis  Comitatus  •per^  ex T?hi. 

. . ^ . Placit  coram 

mtuum  et  auctorizatum  et  cognitum  per  totum  Lomu  Rege 

21  Edw.  I. 

tatum  ad  returnum  Brevium,  coram  quibuscunque  6,  (versus 

^ ^ Ballivos  de 

Justiciariis  Dom.  Regis  faciendum,  Punwico.) 

They  still  use  the  Castle  upon  the  said  seal  of 
office,  but  for  some  years  past  have  made  a new 
one  for  every  sheriff,  adding  his  particular  crest  of 
arms,  or  the  two  initial  letters  of  his  name. 

Of  the  Chappel, 

In  the  said  Castle  was  also  a Chappel  for  Divine  Chapei. 
Service,  and  was  called  the  King’s  Free  Chappel ; 
and  the  Chaplain  who  officiated  there  was  paid 
his  salary  by  the  King. 

56  Henry  III.  Paid  to  a chaplain  in  the  Cas-  Hen.  iii.  56. 
tie  of  Norwich,  ^Os,  And  paid  for  repairing  of  Mag.  Rot. 

1 xr-  , 1 . ^ r o 56  Hen.  III. 

the  King  s houses  m the  said  Castle,  ... 
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Plita.  Juret 
Assis.  pro  Jo- 
hanna deCreke, 
vid  Essex. 

13  E.  I.  Rot. 
30. 


Franchises  of 
the  Castle  Fee. 


Le  Neve  ex 
MSS.  Themil- 
thorp. 


’Tis  called  the  Chappel  of  St.  Nicholas  in  a re- 
cord of  13  Edward  I.  This  chappel  I take  to  have 
stood  on  the  north  side  of  the  Castle,  and  that 
the  house  wherein  now  is  the  chamber  for  the 
grand  jury,  and  rooms  for  petty  juries,  &c.  is  the 
same  which  was  the  said  chappel.  The  position 
of  the  building  lying  in  length  from  east  to  west, 
and  the  buttresses  like  those  of  a church  still 
remaining  at  the  west  end  of  it ; also  the  situation 
of  the  decayed  chapel  now  remaining  at  Rising 
Castle,  and  much  at  the  same  distance  from  it, 
are  inducements  for  me  to  think  that  this  was  our 
said  Chappel  of  St.  Nicholas. 

Of  the  Franchises  in  ancient  times,  belonging  to  the 
Inhabitants  within  the  liberty  of  the  Castle,  which 
is  called  the  Castle  Fee. 

In  old  time  the  Castle  was  habitable  and  of 
great  honour,  holden  with  all  the  honours  and 
privileges ; and  was  well  walled  and  covered  with 
lead. 

The  Castle  of  Norwyz  hath  for  name  Blaunche- 
flour,  of  ancient  name,  whereof  no  memory  runs. 
And  these  are  the  franchises  and  the  usages  of 
the  burgesses,  the  free  tenants  of  our  lord  the 
King,  of  the  fee  of  the  Castle  of  Norwyz,  since 
the  conquest  of  Willeme  the  Bastard. 
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And  since  the  conquest  of  Willame  the  Bastard, 
hath  the  Castle  of  Norwyz  been  infranchised  with 
diverse  franchises,  and  with  diverse  usages. 

And  in  the  said  castle  there  is  a chappel,  which 
is  called  the  King’s  Free  Chappel,  because  a chap- 
lain sings  therein,  and  ought  to  sing  for  the  souls 
of  all  the  kings  which  have  been  since  the  con- 
quest above-said. 

And  the  said  chappel  is  {ensyntes,  alias  ensuites,) 
moreover  infranchised  since  the  time  abovesaid;  so 
that  if  all  England  was  interdicted  excepting  only 
the  King’s  Chappel,  the  chaplain  of  the  chapel 
abovesaid  might  sing  his  mass  by  note  in  the  said 
chapeL 

Archbishop,  bishop,  nor  any  of  their  ministers, 
may  not  nor  ought  not  to  make  visitation  nor  cor- 
rection upon  the  fee  of  the  above  said  Castle, 
because  of  the  franchise  of  the  Chapel  above- 
said  in  the  abovesaid  Castle. 

The  chaplain  of  the  chapel  abovesaid,  hath 
power  to  make  correction  in  spirituals  (excepting 
matrimony  and  wills,)  of  the  tenants  of  the  fee  of 
the  Castle  abovesaid,  [auxi  avaunt]  as  fully  as 
any  official  or  as  the  dean  of  Norwyz  hath  power 
in  the  city  abovesaid. 

The  chapel  of  the  Castle  abovesaid  hath  had  no 
sepulture,  and  therefore  the  tenants  of  the  fee  of 
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the  above  said  Castle  are  assigned,  by  ancient 
usage,  to  the  parish  churches  in  the  city  above- 
said,  where  they  pay  their  tithes,  and  make  their 
offerings,  and  receive  their  rights  of  holy  church, 
and  there  they  have  their  sepulture.  And  those 
who  die  in  the  Castle,  as  well  the  prisoners  as 
others,  have  their  sepulture  in  the  churchyard  of 
St.  Martyn  of  the  Bailli  : if  the  corps  be  not 
devised,  to  be  interred  elsewhere. 

Round  about  the  Castle  aforesaid  without,  there 
are  divers  houses  from  ancient  time,  and  they  are 
called  tenants  of  the  fee  of  the  Castle  abovesaid, 
because  they  pay  a certain  rent  to  the  sheriff  of 
Norfolk,  or  to  the  warden  of  the  Castle,  \jjel  qe  yl 
seyty  alias  qi  qil  soii]  whosoever  he  be,  to  his  farm 
at  the  feast  of  St.  Michael,  as  the  foreign  tenants 
of  the  Castle  do  that  which  is  called  waytefe  and 
wardefe  at  their  terms  assigned. 

The  tenements  of  the  fee  of  the  Castle  above- 
said,  may  be  sold  and  devised  as  the  tenements  of 
the  said  city ; and  also  as  the  other  burgesses  of 
the  said  city  are  gildable  for  their  tenements 
which  they  hold  in  the  said  city,  [ausi  avaunt]  in 
the  same  manner  are  the  tenants  of  the  fee  of 
the  Castle  above  said  gildable  to  our  lord  the 
King,  for  the  tenements  which  they  hold  upon  the 
fee  of  the  Castle  above  said. 
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And  if  \weyt,  alias  veille]  watch  ought  to  be 
done  in  the  said  city  in  time  of  war,  the  above 
said  tenants  of  the  fee  of  the  Castle  shall  perform 
the  w^atch  round  about  the  Castle.  And  if  the 
Castle  ought  to  be  garrisoned  with  men-of-arms 
in  time  of  war,  the  above  said  tenants  shall  be  in 
place  of  [serjaunz^  soldiers,  hired  at  the  costs  of 
our  lord  the  King. 

The  coroner  of  Norwyz  \^forz  frad,  alias  fi^a']  shall 
perform  his  office  about  a man  dead  in  the  said 
Castle,  and  throughout  the  fee  of  the  Castle  [^aust 
avaunt\  as  fully  as  elsewhere  in  the  city,  and 
about  all  other  offices  which  pertain  to  the  crown. 

The  residents  of  the  fee  of  the  said  Castle  use, 
and  ought  to  use  all  the  usages  and  the  franchises 
which  have  been  granted  by  all  the  kings  which 
have  been  since  the  Conquest  abovesaid,  and  by 
the  confirmation  of  our  lord  the  King  which  now 
is,  to  all  the  citizens  of  Norwich,  as  well  without 
charter  as  by  charter,  even  as  the  same  King 
which  now  is,  hath  commanded  and  testified  to 
his  sheriffs  by  his  writs  of  grace. 

The  sheriff  of  Norfolk,  whosoever  he  be,  may  let 
out  or  rent  all  the  void  places  in  the  circuit  of  the 
Castle  [^pour  sauver]  to  help  out  his  farm,  without 
giving  an  account  at  the  Exchequer,  even  as  the 
sheriffs  have  used  since  the  conquest  above-said. 
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The  sheriff  or  his  constable  of  the  said  Castle 
shall  hold  their  courts  at  their  pleasure,  and  view 
of  Frankpledge  once  in  the  year,  to  serve  the 
King,  and  redress  all  manner  of  trespasses  which 
shall  be  done  upon  the  said  fee,  as  fully  as  the 
baillives  of  Norwyz  do  in  the  said  city.  And 
have  power,  by  ancient  usage,  to  plead  in  their 
court  in  the  Castle  all  manner  of  writs  which  they 
plead  in  the  city,  and  likewise  [ou]  with  Fresche- 
force,  if  the  plaint  be  made  within  forty  days. 

Baker  nor  brewer,  being  of  the  fee  of  the  castle 
aforesaid,  shall  not  be  amerced  but  according  to 
the  quantity  of  the  trespass,  and  shall  be  affeered 
by  their  peers. 

And  if  a burgess  of  the  said  city  purchase  \res, 
tenements]  rents  upon  the  fee  of  the  castle  aforesaid, 
he  shall  do  the  services  for  his  proportion  as  fully 
as  do  the  residents  thereof  themselves.  And  the 
residents  in  like  manner,  if  they  purchase  land  of 
the  said  city. 

If  a trespass  be  done  by  one  of  the  fee  of  the 
said  Castle  to  one  of  the  said  city,  or  the  contrary, 
the  franchise  shall  be  demanded  on  one  part,  and 
on  the  other  part.  If  the  plaint  be  made  in  the 
Castle,  the  baillives  of  the  said  city  shall  demand 
their  franchise  ; and  if  the  plaint  be  made  in  the 
said  city,  the  sheriff  or  the  constable  shall  de- 
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mand  their  franchise  of  the  Castle.  And  if  an 
inquest  ought  to  be  taken,  it  shall  be  taken  as 
well  of  the  men  of  the  fee  of  the  said  Castle,  as 
of  the  men  of  the  said  city.  And  the  inquest  shall 
pass  in  the  presence  of  the  sheriff  or  of  the  con- 
stable, and  of  the  baillives  in  the  churchyard  of 
St.John  of  Berstrete.  And  if  he  of  the  fee  of  the 
Castle  be  amerced,  the  sheriff  shall  have  the 
amercements.  And  if  he  of  the  city  be  amerced, 
the  baillives  shall  have  the  amercements. 

The  baillives  of  the  abovesaid  city  of  Norwyz, 
nor  any  of  their  ministers,  may  enter  upon  the  fee 
of  the  said  Castle,  for  to  make  summons  nor  dis- 
tress upon  any  of  the  tenants  of  the  fee  of  the 
abovesaid  Castle,  if  it  be  not  by  the  special  grace 
of  the  King. 

When  the  King’s  marshalls  come  to  assay  the 
measures  of  the  city  of  Norwyz,  no  assay  shall 
be  made  of  the  measures  of  the  free  tenants  of 
the  fee  of  the  Castle  noun\,  but  only  upon  the 
fee  of  the  Castle  abovesaid.^ 

* It  appears  by  Fleta.  2.  2,  c.  12,  that  when  the  King’s  clerk 
of  the  market  came  to  any  town,  he  caused  all  the  weights  and 
measures  to  be  brought  together  before  him,  and  a jury  to  be 
examined.  Therefore,  this  clause  means  that  the  weights  and 
measures  should  not  be  carried  from  the  Castle  fee  into  the  city 
to  be  tried,  but  must  be  done  upon  the  fee,  before  a jury  of  the 
tenants  thereof. 
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LiberCartarum 
et  Placitor.  in 
Giidhall.  N. 

Regist.  7°.  Ec- 
cles.  Cath.  N, 


Probate  of 
Wills. 


When  the  [Pikars]  Picards,  which  were  called 
Pikechens,  came  into  England  and  took  the  city 
of  Norwich,*  and  besieged  the  Castle  of  the  said 
city,  then  entered  the  men  of  the  fee  of  above- 
said  into  the  Castle,  and  saved  the  Castle  honour- 
ably, to  the  use  of  the  King  which  then  was  ; for 
some  of  them  were  good  men-of-arms,  some  good 
arbalisters,  some  good  archers,  and  the  others 
forcible  in  defence. 

Wherefore,  all  those  which  were  then  and  since 
infeoffed,  have  enjoyed  their  franchises,  and  ought 
[so  to  do]  most  honourably  in  all  points. 

The  former  part  of  them  is  also  in  Regist, 
7 Eccles,  Cath,  N,,  viz,  all  before  the  paragraph 
which  begins  ‘‘  The  sheriff  of  Norfolk,”  &c. 

Ecclesiastical  Immunities  of  the  Fee, 

The  Probate  of  Wills  relating  to  the  tenements 
of  the  fee  were  in  old  time  made  before  the  con- 
stable of  the  Castle. 

I have  seen  the  will  of  one  John  de  Bliburgh 
Smith,  made  A.D.  1304,  which  was  proved  in  the 
Castle  of  Norwich  on  Friday,  being  the  morrow 
after  Ascension  Day,  32  Edward  I.  before  the 

* This  refers,  as  I think,  to  the  taking  of  the  city  by  the 
Flemings,  in  Hen.  II.’s  time. 
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constable  of  the  Castle  in  the  time  of  Robert 
Heyward,  Sheriff. 

But  the  ecclesiastical  immunities  of  the  Castle 
fee  were  not  without  some  opposition  from  the 
Deans  of  Norwich  in  old  time  ; take  this  instance 
of  6 Edward  I.  viz. 

A petition  to  the  King  by  the  Dean  of  Norwich, 
whereby  he  claimed  the  jurisdiction  in  the 
fee  of  the  Castle  of  the  said  city. 

Henry  Sampson,  dean  of  Norwich,  says  and  pro- 
poses that  the  deans  of  the  said  city  had  eccle- 
siastical jurisdiction  in  the  fee  of  the  Castle  of 
Norwich  unto  the  time  of  the  war.  [That]  Sir 
Philip  Marmyun,  constable  of  the  Castle  of  Nor- 
wich, occupied  that  jurisdiction  in  the  time  of  the 
war,  and  made  corrections  in  the  aforesaid  Castle 
of  adulteries  and  fornications  and  certain  other 
crimes. 

The  sheriffs  afterwards  said,  that  [our]  Lord  the 
King  is  in  possession  of  the  jurisdiction,  neither 
do  they  permit  the  dean  to  make  due  corrections. 

And  the  adulterers  and  fornicators  of  the  city 
when  they  are  prosecuted  [impetuntur],  obtain  im- 
munity in  the  fee  of  the  Castle,  to  the  danger  of 
their  souls  and  the  prejudice  of  the  ecclesiastical 
liberty,  whereupon  he  prays  a remedy. 

G 2 


Lib.  Cart,  et 
Placit.  praedict. 


Bund.  Petitlo- 
num  an.  6.  E. 
I.  ap.  Pryun’s 
Hist,  of  Pope’s 
Usurpations, 
vol.  iii.p.  1221. 
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Bun  del,  Bre- 
vium  in  Thes» 
Civitatat.  de 
anno  Regni 
Dom.  H.  Regis 
21. 


It  is  much  to  be  questioned  whether  the  said 
dean’s  allegation  was  true.  Because  there  are 
many  instances  in  Mr.  Prynne’s  said  volume  of  the 
endeavour  of  the  ecclesiastics  to  encroach  to  them- 
selves the  jurisdiction  of  the  King’s  free  chapels 
and  places  to  them  appertaining.  And  it  seems 
this  dean’s  greatest  care  was  really  to  empty  the 
people’s  pockets.  See  more  about  him  under  the 
year  1286. 

Of  the  Diminution  of  the  Civil  Privileges  of  the 
tenants  of  the  Castlefee,  and  how  it  was  brought 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  City, 

I have  seen  a writ  of  King  Edward  the  First  to 
the  Sheriff  of  Norfolk  founded  upon  a judgment 
which  was  given  for  the  citizens  in  the  Exchequer, 
21  Henry  III.  viz. 

Edward,  King,  &c.  Because  in  our  Court,  &c. 
We  command  you  that  you  permit  the  men  who 
are  tenants  of  the  fee  of  our  Castle  of  the  City  of 
Norwich,  or  any  others  whosoever  merchandizing 
in  the  same  city  with  the  citizens,  to  contribute 
with  them  in  talliages  and  other  aids  according  to 
the  [consider ationem']  judgment  aforesaid.  Teste 
R.  de  Northwde  at  Westminster,  the  first  day  of 
October  in  the  fourth  year  of  our  reign,  per  Rotul. 
Placitorum, 
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Afterwards,  viz.  in  the  reign  of  King  Edward 
III.  the  citizens'^petitioned  the  King  to  grant  them 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  castle-fee,  whereupon  the 
following  writs  oi  Ad  quod  Darnnum,  8^c.  ensued. 

Edward,  by  the  grace  of  God  King  of  England 
and  France,  &c.  to  John  de  la  Rokele,  John  de 
Berneye,  and  Robert  Clere,  greeting.  The  citizens 
of  Norwich  have  supplicated  us,  that  whereas  the 
men  residing  upon  the  fee  of  the  Castle  of  the  City 
of  Norwich,  may  enjoy  and  use  all  the  liberties 
granted  to  the  citizens,  and  nevertheless  pretend  that 
they  ought  to  be  free  from  making  contributions 
with  the  citizens ; and  to  be  exempt  from  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Baillives:  whereby  many  felons,  &c. 
committing  crimes  in  the  city  have  fled  to  the 
said  fee,  &c.  We  would  therefore  grant  to  them 
that  all  the  residents  within  the  aforesaid  fee  may 
be  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  baillives  of  the  city, 
and  that  the  baillives  may  have  cognizance  of  all 
pleas  arising  within  the  same  fee.  And  that  the 
men  of  the  fee  may  contribute  with  the  citizens,  and 
may  be  talliated  by  the  same  citizens  in  all  taxes 
to  be  granted  to  us  and  our  heirs.  Also,  that  the 
said  baillives  may  inquire  and  do  justice  concern- 
ing all  transgressions,  felonies,  &c.  from  hence- 
forth happening  within  the  said  fee,  according  to 
the  law  and  custom  of  the  city.  And  may  col- 
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lect  the  rent  of  all  the  tenants  of  the  same  fee, 
and  may  answer  the  same  by  their  own  hands 
to  us  at  our  Exchequer  as  the  sheriffs  have  been 
used  to  answer  it.  We  being  willing  to  be  cer- 
tified whether  it  would  be  to  the  damage  of  us 
or  of  others,  or  harm  to  our  Castle  if  we  should 
consent  to  the  supplication  of  the  citizens,  &c. 
do  assign  you  to  inquire  by  the  oath  of  honest  and 
lawful  men  of  the  county  of  Norfolk,  by  whom, 
&c.  we  may  fully  know  the  truth  of  all  and  sin- 
gular the  premises,  &c.  Given  at  Westminster 
the  12th  of  May,  in  the  year  of  our  reign  of  Eng- 
land nineteen,  and  of  France  six. 

Upon  this,  the  following  inquest  was  taken  : 

An  inquest  taken  at  Thorp  Episcopi,  on  the 
Saturday  next  after  the  feast  of  the  Holy  Trinity, 
in  the  year  of  the  reign  of  King  Edward  III.  of 
England  the  19th,  and  of  France  the  6th,  before 
John  de  Berneye  and  Robert  Clere,  according  to 
the  King’s  commission,  by  John  Curzoun,  che- 
valier (or  knight),  Hugh  Peverel,  chevalier,  Robert 
Bucskyn,  chevalier,  Rog.  Bretoun,  Tho.  de  Bod- 
ham,  Tho.  de  Begeville,  Will.  Bretoun,  Clem,  de 
Plumstede,  John  de  Buxton,  James  Rightwys, 
John  le  Cally  de  Aylesham,  and  Rob.  de  Yelver- 
ton,  jurors,  who  say  upon  their  oath,  that  it  is  not 
to  the  damage  nor  prejudice  of  [our]  lord  the  King, 
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nor  of  others,  nor  to  the  harm  of  the  Castle  of 
Norwich,  although  [our]  lord  the  King  should 
grant  to  the  citizens  of  Norwich,  that  all  the  men 
residing  within  the  fee  of  the  Castle  of  the  city- 
aforesaid,  who  now  are  or  for  the  time  shall  be,  may- 
be’under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  baillives  of  the 
said  city  of  Norwich,  who  for  the  time  shall  be. 
And  that  if  the  King  should  grant  to  the  baillives 
to  have  the  cognizances  of  all  pleas  by  the  King’s 
writs  arising  within  the  said  fee,  [our]  lord  the 
King  would  lose  the  amercements,  &c.  coming  of 
the  same  pleas,  which  are  worth  by  year,  accord- 
ing to  the  true  value  of  them,  \2d.  And  they 
say,  that  it  is  not  to  the  damage,  &c.  although 
the  men  of  the  fee  should  contribute  in  aids  and 
contributions  with  the  citizens,  nor  that  they 
should  be  talliated  by  the  citizens  in  taxes  to  be 
granted  to  the  King  and  his  heirs.  Also,  that  it 
is  not  to  the  damage,  &c.  that  the  baillives  may 
inquire,  &c.  concerning  all  the  transgressions, 
&c.  henceforth  happening  within  the  fee.  They 
say  also,  that  it  is  not  to  the  damage,  &c. 
although  the  citizens  might  levy  the  rents  of  all 
the  tenants  of  the  fee,  &c.  They  say  also,  that 
the  sum  of  the  rents  of  the  aforesaid  tenants  ex- 
tends per  annum  to  26^.  10^/.  ; and  that  the  profits 
of  the  court  of  the  said  tenants  extend,  by  estima- 
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tion,'  to  9^.  per  annum.  They  say  also,  that  there 
is  a certain  leet  held  yearly  of  the  said  tenants, 
which  extends  by  estimation,  to  6s,  Sd, ; and  that 
the  sheriffs  for  the  time  being  have  used  to  take 
the  abovesaid  profits  of  such  courts  and  leets,  and 
not  [alia]  more.  And  they  say,  that  it  is  not  to 
the  damage,  &c.  if  [our]  lord  the  King  should 
grant  to  the  said  citizens  and  their  successors, 
that  the  bailiffs  of  the  city  may  have  the  return  of 
all  writs,  summonses,  &c.  of  tenures  and  pleas 
touching  the  residents  in  the  same  fee,  as  the 
sheriffs  have  hitherto  had. 

In  cujus  rei  testimonium  sigilla  sua  apposuerunt. 

Which  inquest  being  returned  into  the  King’s 
Chancery  at  W^estminster,  Monsieur  Johan  How- 
ard. then  sheriff  of  Norfolk,  to  hinder  [the  effect 
of]  the  said  inquest,  sent  to  the  King  and  his 
council  a bill,  in  these  words  following  : 

To  our  lord  the  King,  and  to  his  council,  Johan 
Howard,  sheriff  of  Norfolk,  sheweth : That 
whereas  our  said  lord  the  King  is  lord  of  the 
Castle  of  Norwyz;  and  he  and  his  progenitors, 
kings  of  England,  have  been,  from  time  whereof 
there  is  no  memory,  as  in  right  of  the  crown,  to 
which  he  hath  a place  annexed,  and  from  all 
time  hath  so  been,  which  is  called  Castellond, 
joining  to  the  said  Castle.  The  which  Castle  and 
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place  also  are,  and  from  all  time  have  been,  out  of 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  citizens  of  the  said  city,  of 
which  Castle  and  place  our  said  lord  also  hath 
his  free  chapel,  where  no  ordinary  ought  to  con- 
cern himself,  excepting  only  in  testaments  and 
matrimony,  but  the  chaplain  of  the  said  chapel 
[qe  i loeges],  who  there  sings  for  our  said  lord, 
and  for  the  souls  of  his  progenitors.  And  upon 
the  said  place  are  many  residents,  who  every  one 
pay  a certain  farm  to  the  sheriff,  in  the  King’s 
right  of  his  crown,  and  wherewith  the  sheriff  is 
charged  in  his  account.  And  also,  every  one  is 
charged  to  perform  a certain  [garde]  ward  in  a 
certain  place  in  the  Castle,  where  need  shall  be ; 
and  therefore  they  were  the  first  inhabitants,  and 
exempted  from  the  citizens  of  the  said  city.  And 
also  the  sheriff,  in  the  right  of  our  lord  the  King, 
and  of  his  crown,  hath  also  there  a court  of  the 
said  residents  from  three  weeks  to  three  weeks, 
and  view  of  Frankpledge,  wherewith  he  is  charged 
in  his  account. 

And  the  said  residents  are  taxable  in  all  aids 
to  our  said  lord,  and  agistable  to  arms  by  them- 
selves, and  not  among  the  said  citizens. 

And  within  the  said  place  is  a house  which  is 
called  the  Shirehouse,  where  the  [county-court] 
the  assizes,  and  commonly  all  other  pleas  to  be 
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held  in  the  said  county,  are  held,  and  have  been 
of  long  time,  where  the  bailiffs,  and  men  of  the 
county  who  are  debtors  to  the  King,  commonly 
repair  to  such  sessions,  whereby  the  sheriff  can 
distrain  and  attach  them  there  for  the  King’s 
debt,  better  than  in  any  other  place  within  his 
bailiwick,  without  commanding  the  baillives  of  the 
city  to  do  it,  as  he  is  obliged  to  do  in  other  places 
within  the  city. 

And  the  said  citizens,  by  their  untrue  sugges- 
tions, cause  our  said  Lord  to  understand  that  it 
will  not  be  to  his  damage,  nor  to  the  damage  of 
others,  to  grant  them  the  said  place  to  be  annexed 
to  their  said  city,  and  within  their  jurisdiction. 
Upon  which  a commission  is  granted  to  them  to 
certain  men,  whereof  some  are  of  their  fee  and  of 
their  council,  to  inquire  hereof,  and  an  inquest  is 
taken  by  men  not  apprized  nor  informed  of  the 
King’s  right,  and  impanelled  by  a baillive  who 
is  one  of  the  said  citizens.  Wherefore  may  it 
please  our  said  Lord  the  King  and  his  Council  to 
have  regard  to  his  right,  and  to  preserve  the  right 
of  his  crown  and  the  estate  of  his  said  poor  resi- 
dents, so  that  this  thing  may  not  be  granted  to  the 
said  citizens  until  it  be  fully  inquired,  by  com- 
mandment given  to  the  eschaetor,  or  to  some  of 
the  King’s  serjeants,  or  to  some  other  knowing 
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person  who  is  not  of  the  fee  nor  council  of  the  said 
citizens,  in  presence  of  the  eschaetor,  and  others 
who  will  and  know  the  right  of  the  King. 

Upon  this  bill  was  issued  a new  writ  of  ad  quod 
damnum,  at  the  suit  of  the  said  Sheriff,  to  Mon^ 
sieuriohn  Bardolf  de  Wyrmegeye,  Monsieur  Will. 
Carbonel,  and  Rog.  de  Dersingham. 

Edward,  by  the  grace  of  God  King,  &;c.  to 
John  Bardolf,  &c.  The  citizens  of  Norwich  have 
supplicated  us,  &c.  as  in  the  former  writ. 

Given  at  Westm.  16  June,  in  the  year  aforesaid. 

Upon  which  an  inquest  was  again  taken,  viz. 

An  inquest  taken  at  Newton,  near  Wyghtling- 
ham,  on  the  Monday  next  after  the  feast  of  the 
Translation  of  St.  Thomas  the  Martyr,  in  the 
nineteenth  year  of  the  reign  of  King  Edward  III. 
before  John  Bardolf  deWyrmegey,  Will.  Carbonel, 
and  Rog.  de  Dersingham,  Justices  of  our  Lord  the 
King,  by  the  oath  of  Thomas  de  Byntre,  Richard 
Hakon,  Roger  Est,  Reginald  de  Ref  ham,  John  de 
Eggemere,  Simon  atte  Haghe,  John  de  Helebek, 
Rob.  Here  ward,  John  in  the  Wylwes,  John  de 
Somerton,  Tho.  de  Essex,  and  John  atte  Lee,  who 
say  upon  their  oath,  that  although  [our]  Lord  the 
King  should  grant  to  the  citizens  of  Norwich  and 
their  successors,  that  the  men  residing  within  the 
fee  of  the  Castle  of  the  city  aforesaid  may  be 
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always  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  baillives  of 
Norwich,  it  is  not  to  the  damage  of  the  King,  &c. 
nor  to  the  harm  of  the  Castle  of  Norwich,  nor  to 
damage  or  prejudice  of  any  good  man,  but  rather 
to  the  benefit ; because  the  malefactors  and  dis- 
turbers of  the  King’s  peace  flee  into  the  said  fee, 
there  lurk,  and  very  often  escape  without  punish- 
ment. Also  they  say,  that  if  [our]  Lord  the  King 
should  grant  the  citizens  that  the  baillives  of  Nor- 
wich may  have  the  cognizances  of  pleas,  &c. 
the  King  would  lose  twelve  pence.  Item.  That 
it  is  not  to  the  damage,  &c.  if  the  men  of  the  fee 
should  contribute  with  the  citizens  ; so,  neverthe- 
less, that  the  same  men  may  enjoy  the  liberties  of 
citizens ; nor  that  the  said  men  should  be  tal- 
liated  by  the  same  citizens  in  all  aids  to  the  King 
and  his  heirs  ; nor  that  the  baillives  of  the  city, 
concerning  all  transgressions,  &c.  should  inquire, 
&c.  So,  nevertheless,  that  the  house  which  is 
called  le  Shirehous  may  be  exempted  from  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  baillives  of  the  city. 

Nor  is  it  to  the  damage,  &c.  although  the  citi- 
zens should  collect  the  rents  of  the  tenants  of  the 
fee  by  the  baillives,  and  answer  it,  &c.  as  the 
sheriffs  have  used  to  do ; so  that  the  sheriff  and 
constable  of  the  said  Castle  for  the  time  being 
may  be  discharged  from  that  rent. 
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Also,  they  say  that  the  sum  of  the  rent  of  the 
aforesaid  tenants  extends,  per  annum,  to  26s.  lOd., 
the  profits  of  the  court  to  9.S.,  the  leet  6,9.  8^/. 

And  they  say  that  the  sheriffs  have  hitherto 
had  the  executions  of  all  writs  and  summons,  &c. 
touching  the  said  residents.  And  they  say  that 
it  is  not  to  the  damage,  &c.  although  the  King 
should  grant  to  the  said  citizens  and  their  succes- 
sors that  the  baillives  of  the  city  for  the  time  being 
should  have  the  return  of  all  writs,  &c. 

And  they  say  that  the  sheriff  for  the  time  being 
has  hitherto  used  to  receive  the  abovesaid  profits. 
In  testimony  of  which  thing  the  aforesaid  jurors 
have  affixed  their  seals. 

And  hereupon  the  King  granted  to  the  citizens 
the  said  jurisdiction.  See.  by  his  charter,  which 
see  under  the  year  1345 ; but  it  continued  to  be 
a separate  division,  and  to  have  a leet  of  itself ; 
for  it  was  not  made  a part  of  the  other  leets,  or  to 
be  within  the  jurisdiction  or  cognizance  of  any  of 
the  inquests  of  the  four  wards  of  the  city,  who  are 
sworn  at  the  Quarter  Sessions  of  the  city,  to  in- 
quire into  and  present  offences  in  the  said  wards. 

Of  the  Shire-house. 

The  Shire-house,  where  the  assizes  for  the 
county  of  Norfolk,  the  sessions  and  county  courts 
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are  held,  and  at  which  elections  of  the  knights  of 
the  shire  for  Parliament,  and  of  the  coroners  for 
the  said  county  &c.,  which  now  stands  on  the 
Castle-hill,  adjoining  to  the  north  side  of  the 
Castle,  is  not  the  Shire-house  meant  in  the  She- 
riff's Bill  and  Inquest  just  now  recited ; for  that 
which  now  is,  was  built  in  Queen  Elizabeth’s 
time,  before  which,  for  some  ages,  the  Shire-house 
stood  upon  the  hill  which  is  southward  from  the 
Castle,  beyond  the  second  ditch,  near  the  lane 
called  the  Golden-ball-lane,  viz,  towards  the 
west,  between  that  and  Rochester’s- lane. 

The  greatest  part  of  that  hill  which  is  now' 
known  by  the  name  of  Garter- hill,  whereon  the 
said  old  Shire-house  stood,  seems  then  to  have 
been  inclosed,  having  a ditch  then  also  on  the 
south-west  side  of  it,  near  the  house  where  the 
hollow  road  is  now,  and  in  deeds  of  Edward  the 
First’s  time,  as  in  15th,  22d,  and  33d  years  of 
his  reign,  is  therefore  called  Curia  Comitatus,  and 
the  fossatum,  or  ditch  of  it,  is  mentioned  in  these 
deeds.  And  in  later  writings,  as  in  Edward  III.’s 
time,  we  find  it  by  the  name  of  Schirhousyerd^ 
and  in  another  of  2 Henry  IV.  Curia  vocat,  Shir- 
housyerd.  Also  the  common  way  leading  versus 
Comitatum, is,  to  or  towards  the  Shirehouse, 
is  mentioned,  34  Edward  I. 
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King  Edward  11.  by  his  charter  to  the  citizens  Pat.  19,  e.  2. 
in  the  19th  of  his  reign,  granted  that  his  justices, 
ministers.  See.  should  hold  their  sessions  for 
assizes,  juries,  inquests.  See.  in  no  place  within 
the  city,  but  only  in  the  aforesaid  Shire-house. 

I have  been  informed  by  one  Mrs.  Burrows,  an 
aged  woman,  and  old  inhabitant  of  St.  John's 
Timberhill  parish,  that  when  she  was  a girl,  there 
was  part  of  an  old  stone  house  standing  on  the 
said  Garter-hill  (so  called  from  its  being  used 
formerly  for  warping  of  garters  there),  near  the 
Golden-ball-lane,  viz.  almost  upon  that  spot  of 
ground  on  which  the  cistern  was  built  a few 
years  ago  (but  stood  not  long)  for  the  water- works, 
but  it  was  nearer  to  the  said  lane.  And  that  she 
particularly  remembered  the  windows  of  it  to  have 
had  iron  bars  in  them.  This  I verily  believe  to 
have  been  the  old  Shire-house.  This  has  been  Q.  nevertheless 

. if  not  one  of  the 

Since  confirmed  to  me  by  Justice  Thacker,^  who  houses  next  the 

lane  ? 

remembers  the  walls  of  the  house  there  standing, 
and  the  iron  bars  in  the  windows,  so  that  he  took 
it  to  have  been  a prison. 

Her  father  kept  the  county  gaol  for  several 
years,  and  dwelt  in  the  house  called  the  Golden- 
ball,  where  the  better  sort  of  prisoners  who  had 
money,  lodged  then,  and  not  in  the  Castle  (as 

I*  Mayor  in  1705.] 
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Pat.  27,  Eliz. 
pars  4<ta. 


Car.  18  Apr. 
1638. 


had  before  been  used  in  the  house  which  is  on 
the  other  side  of  the  lane,  opposite  to  the  Ball, 
which  was  therefore  called  the  old  gaol). 

N.B.  Further,  I find  that  (after  the  New-shire- 
house  was  built  on  the  Castle-hill),  Queen  Eliza- 
beth, at  the  petition  of  Henry  Lord  Wentworth, 
granted  to  Theophilus  Adams  and  Thomas  But- 
ler, of  London,  gentlemen,  a void  parcel  of  land, 
and  a ruinous  cottage  or  messuage  thereupon 
built,  commonly  called  the  Old  Shere-house,  in  the 
City  of  Norwich.  Teste,  2d  August. 

And  at  an  assembly  on  Friday,  10th  June,  the 
first  of  King  James  the  First,  Thomas  Worsley 
desiring  some  enlargement  of  a piece  of  ground 
on  the  backside  of  the  Shere-house,  which  he  now 
holdeth  by  3^.  Ad,  rent ; it  was  ordered,  that  the 
Chamberlain,  &c.  take  a view  thereof,  and  allot 
him  so  much  more  ground  as  they  think  fit,  he 
paying  a reasonable  rent.  And  they  granted  to 
him  twenty  feet  of  the  waste  ground  on  the  north 
side  of  the  Shire-house  for  twenty-one  years. 

In  1638, 1 find  one  Raven,  an  ale-housekeeper, 
in  the  Shire-house. 

Further,  it  is  to  be  noted  that  all  the  ground  of 
the  Castle  fee  being  granted  to  the  city  as  afore- 
said, they  made  their  profit  of  it*  by  giving  leave 

* The  herbage  or  feeding  of  the  grass  there  belongs  to  the 
City. 
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for  erecting  booths  thereon  in  the  times  of  assizes,  Rot.cong.ven. 

ante  Mich. 

sessions,  &C.  lOHen.  IV. 

So  that  in  the  chamberlain’s  accompts  of  the 
city  frequent  mention  of  these  .booths  is  to  be 
found.  Take  a few  instances. 

35  Hen.  VI.  Item.  Received  for  the  farm  of  35Hen.  vi. 
the  [Opellce']  booths  at  the  Shirehouse,  in  the  time 
of  the  sessions,  3^.  Qd. 

4 Hen.  VII.  Received  of  Edm.  Cullyng,  for  4Hen.  vii. 
licence  of  setting  [OpelL']  booths  upon  the  soil  of 
commonalty  of  Norwich,  near  the  house  called  the 
Shirehouse  [tempore  session.  com.~\,  in  the  time  of 
sessions  and  county-courts  there  held,  for  this 
year,  2^.  Ad. 

A.  D.  1541.  Booths.  Item  received  of  Rob.  mi. 
Brown,  Jaylour  of  the  Castyll,  for  that  no  other 
person  but  he  shall  set  any  victualling-booths 
within  the  compass  of  the  Casyll  dyche,  at  any 
time  of  assize  and  sessions,  for  this  year;  4^.  CompotCame- 

rar.  de  annis 

SC.  against  the  Shirehouse  and  Castyll  gate.  praedictis. 

At  a court  of  mayoralty,  7th  July  1655,  it  was  1055, 
agreed,  that  Fran.  Sheppard  and  Will.  Playford 
(and  no  other),  shall  have  liberty  of  pitching  and 
building  of  booths  in  and  about  the  Castle  dikes 
and  hills  within  the  county  of  this  city,  during 
the  time  of  these  next  assizes,  as  formerly  used. 

And  they  to  pay  for  the  same  30^.  to  the  cham- 
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berlain,  within  one  week  after  the  assizes 
ended. 

N.B.  The  like  agreement  made  2d  July  1656, 
and  other  years. 

This  hill  has  sometimes  been  used  for  the  place 
where  the  great  guns  of  the  city  were  fired  upon 
days  of  public  rejoicing,  as  coronation,  &c. 
Sometimes  Mushold  Hill,  formerly  Tomloand,  but 
generally  the  Castle  Hill,  is  the  place  for  that 
purpose. 

At  a court  of  mayoralty,  12th  June,  1678,  or- 
dered, that  the  canoneer  shall  have  thirty  pounds 
of  powder  for  the  firing  of  the  great  guns  upon  the 
Guildeven,  morning  and  day,  being  the  usual 
allowance.  And  they  are  to  be  fired  in  the  Castle 
dikes,  either  upon  the  bank,  by  the  meadow,  or 
upon  the  hill  where  the  old  Shirehouse  stood. 

And  once  this  hill  was  (or  at  least,  was  de- 
signed to  be,)  the  place  of  a windwill ; for  at  an 
assembly,  24  Eliz.  the  chamberlain  and  his  coun- 
cillors, &c.,  were  appointed  to  view  a new  plot  of 
ground  on  the  Castle  Hill,  near  the  Shirehouse, 
which  Mr.  Tho.  Sotherton,  alderman,  desireth  to 
have  for  the  setting  of  a windmill,  and  to  confer 
with  him  for  the  price,  and  with  the  miller  of  the 
new  mills  for  the  taking  of  the  same,  in  ferme  of 
the  city  ; and  if  the  city  shall  buy  it  of  Mr. 
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Sotherton.  And  to  certify  at  the  next  assembly 
what  they  shall  have  done  therein.  But  I suppose 
it  was  thought  it  might  be  prejudicial  to  the  new 
mills,  and  therefore  never  performed,  for  I find 
no  more  about  it. 

Of  the  Ditches  of  the  Castle. 

The  Ditches,  which  were  made  about  the  Castle 
of  Norwich  for  the  defence  of  it,  were  anciently 
very  large  and  deep,  as  may  still  be  seen  by  the 
ditch  which  is  on  the  east  and  south  sides  of  the 
hill,  notwithstanding  many  thousands  of  cart-loads 
of  rubbish  have  been  thrown  into  it,  whereby  it  is 
there  much  narrower  and  shallower  than  in  former 
times ; and  on  the  other  sides,  almost  filled  up. 
Alex.  Nevill  observes,  that  part  of  the  outward 
ditch  was  filled  up  in  his  time ; but  there  was  so 
little  filled  then,  that  Mr.  Cambden,  after  that, 
describes  the  Castle  to  be  seated  on  a very  high  hill, 
which  is  encompassed  with  a ditch  \immanis  altitu- 
dinis']  of  a prodigious  depth,  so  that  it  seems  in  former 
ages  to  have  been  impregnable.  Thus  he. 

Formerly,  indeed,  the  ditches  of  the  Castle 
were  preserved  with  great  care  from  being  filled 
up  (as  were  also  those  of  the  city) ; and  I have 
met  with  several  instances  thereof;  take  a few. 

At  an  assembly  on  the  Monday  before  the  feast 
H 2 
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cf  the  nativity  of  B.  Mary,  15  Edw.  IV.,  ordained, 
that  Edmund  Reade,  on  this  side  Michaelmas 
next,  shall  carry  away  sixty  cart  loads  of  the 
muck  out  of  the  ditch  of  the  Castle,  by  him  there 
injuriously  [accimulat heaped  up;  and  the  resi- 
due by  him  there  laid,  to  be  emptied  on  this  side 
the  feast  of  All  Saints  next ; under  the  penalty  of 
twenty  marks. 

In  the  chamberlain’s  accompt,  5 Hen.  VII. 
Received  of  diverse  persons,  in  all,  AAs,  And  it  is 
to  be  noted,  that  this  sum  of  44^.  was  collected  by 
agreement  of  the  aforesaid  persons,  because  they 
had,  in  times  past,  caused  all  the  muck  and  filth 
of  their  houses  to  be  carried  and  cast  into  the  ditch 
of  the  Castle,  until  it  was  forbidden  by  Hen. 
Wyot,  constable  of  the  Castle  of  [our]  lord  the 
King,  &c. 

Charges  and  expences  done  for  amending  the 
ditches  of  the  Castle,  for  carrying  out  the  muck 
there  by  command  of  R.  Gardener,  mayor ; to 
avoid  the  great  displeasure  of  the  King  had  against 
this  city,  by  reason  of  the  aforesaid  ditches  so 
filled  with  muck  by  the  citizens.  Imprimis.  Paid 
to  the  said  Hen.  Wyot,  the  constable,  which  was 
given  him  in  [regardo]  reward  that  he  should  not 
inform  thereof,  to  the  damage  or  grievance  of  the 
city,  40^.  Item,  paid  to  the  didalmen  and  other 
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labourers,  for  carrying  the  muck  out  of  the  said 
ditch,  with  \sinefectorio]  a wheelbarrow,  or  dung- 
cart,  unto  the  [yicum]  lane  opposite  to  the  mes- 
suage of  John  Carleton,  28^.  M, 

At  an  assembly,  11th  April,  20  Hen.  VII.,  soHen,  vir. 
ordained,  that  if  any  inhabitant  within  this  city 
shall  henceforth  be  taken  in  carrying  muck,  or 
other  filthy  things,  and  putting  them  in  the 
ditches  of  the  Castle,  or  in  the  ditches  without 
the  walls  of  the  city,  or  in  any  lane  used  for 
people  to  walk  in ; every  one  so  taken  shall 
forfeit  for  every  time  Ad, 

And  other  assemblies,  26  and  27  Hen.  VIII.,  26  and 27  Hen. 

VIII. 

ordained,  viz.,  26  Hen.  VIII.,  that  no  person  shall 
lay  or  cause  to  be  laid  in  or  upon  the  Castle 
dike,  meadow.  Cokey  lane,  or  any  brent  ground 
within  the  city,  any  colder,  &c.,  under  pain  of 
2s.  for  every  offence.  27  Hen.  VIII.,  that  no 
person  shall  keep  or  put  to  feed  any  mare,  sheep, 
or  lamb  upon  the  Castle  dike  or  meadow,  nor  any 
common,  green,  or  lane  within  the  city : pain,  AOd, 
for  every  mare,  and  \2d,  for  every  sheep  or  lamb 
so  taken. 

At  a court  of  mayoralty,  15th  June,  3 Edw.  SEdw.  vi. 
VI.,  Sir  John  Godsalve,  knight,  came  and  de- 
clared, that  whereas  he  is  lieutenant  to  the  King’s 
Majesty,  of  his  castle  at  Norwich,  he  informeth 


12  James  I. 


1633. 

Cur.  16  Nov, 
1633. 
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the  court  that  divers  inhabitants  near  the  said  Cas- 
tle have  voyed  and  cast  into  the  dikes  dung,  &c., 
to  the  hindrance  of  the  defence  of  the  same ; and 
desireth  reformation.  And  he  was  answered,  that 
Mr.  Maier  hath  had  a vigilant  eye  to  the  premises, 
but  as  yet  non  offenders  can  be  proved,  &c.  And 
thereupon,  the  said  Sir  John  Godsalve  saith,  that 
he  would  get  licence  to  build  one  of  the  towers, 
and  then  watch  the  said  offenders,  and  that  they 
should  come  at  their  peril. 

Note.  This  was  just  before  the  breaking  out  of 
Kett's  rebellion. 

At  a court  of  mayoralty,  16th  July,  12  James  I., 
two  labourers  ordered  to  carry  away  all  such  muck 
as  they  have  cast  in  or  near  the  Castle  dikes,  and 
that  this  week,  upon  pain  of  whipping;  never  to 
offend  in  the  like. 

A.D.  1633.  Mr.  Robert  Tompson,  Dr.  Bur- 
nett, and  sixteen  other  persons,  were  questioned 
before  the  magistrates  for  having  carried  soil, 
colder,  and  muck  into  the  Castle  dikes,  and  for 
digging  of  the  soil  there. 

At  an  assembly,  25th  February  1651,  a com- 
mittee was  ordered  to  view  the  way  on  the  north 
and  west  side  of  the  Castle  dikes,  and  consider 
whether  the  same  be  fit  to  be  made  a cart-way  or 
not.  And  how  the  laying  of  muck  in  the  dikes 
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may  be  prevented  (except  where  directed  by  the 
Court  of  Aldermen),  and  they  punished  that  have 
offended  therein. 

But  no  such  way  was  made  then,  for  in  my 
remembrance  the  ditch  on  those  sides  was  very 
large  and  deep,  and  the  way  next  the  houses  too 
narrow  for  a cart,  and  in  the  memory  of  ancient 
men,  so  narrow,  that  in  one  place  only  a board  or 
plank  was  laid  for  a foot  passage  (saith  Justice 
Thacker),  though  for  about  twenty  years  past 
it  has  been  otherwise.  Houses  have  been  built 
on  it  on  the  west  side,  and  besides,  before  them 
and  all  round  now  the  way  is  large  enough  for 
carts. 

Further  of  the  same,  and  of  a Pound  there. 

At  a court  of  mayoralty,  5th  September,  1655, 
James  Hardingham,  John  Rochester,  Thomas 
Dussinge,  and  John  Bustow  are  appointed  Sur- 
veyors of  the  Castle  and  Fee,  with  James  Pomfret 
and  Thomas  Balles,  to  survey  the  dikes  and 
grounds  about  the  same,  and  apprehend  such  poor 
people  as  do  dig  in  the  hills  there,  and  lay  muck 
where  it  is  inconvenient ; and  to  bring  them  be- 
fore the  mayor,  or  some  other  justice  of  the  peace 
of  the  city,  to  be  punished.  And  to  present 
such  as  lay  timber,  or  feed  any  cattle  upon  the 
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1679. 


Market. 


said  ground.  And  they  of  the  fee  have  liberty  to 
set  up  a pound  for  the  impounding  of  such  cattle 
as  are  wrongfully  kept  there : so  they  do  it  at 
their  own  charge. 

Also  at  a court  of  mayoralty,  26th  November 
1679,  the  inhabitants  of  the  Castle  and  Fee  have 
liberty  to  erect  a pound  in  such  convenient  place 
as  the  chief  of  them  think  most  fit.  And  the  she- 
riffs are  to  have  the  profit  thereof;  and  the 
pounder  to  dwell  upon  the  fee.  The  charge  of 
making  and  keeping  the  same  in  repair  to  be  by 
the  said  inhabitants. 

Of  the  Market  there. 

The  south-west  part  of  the  hills  and  grounds 
lying  without  the  ditch  of  the  Castle  is  used  for 
a market-place  for  cattle  every  Saturday,  as  for 
neat  cattle,  cows,  and  calves,  swine,  &c.  And 
so  is  the  void,  ground  which  lies  near  it  (but  out  of 
the  fee  of  the  Castle),  called  Hog-hill. 

Also  the  plain  which  lies  on  the  east  side  of 
the  Castle-hill,  called  the  Castle  Meadows,  is  used 
for  a market  at  Good-Friday,  and  Whitsun,  and 
Trinity  Fair-days,  for  the  black  cattle,  or  stiers, 
which  are  yearly  brought  from  Scotland  and  the 
north  parts  of  England,  to  be  here  sold  to  graziers, 
&c.,  and  fattened  for  beef. 
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At  an  assembly,  3d  June,  14  James  1.  the  com- 
mittees touching  the  market  at  Timber-hill  [means 
here  the  place  now  called  Hog-hill,  as  I think], 
do  certify  that  they  think  fit  the  same  should  be 
made  according  to  the  plat  [viz,  in  pounds  for 
stowing  cattle  in  as  it  seems],  and  that  Thomas 
Thurston,  the  carpenter,  demandeth  for  the  same 
30  li.  This  assembly  think  fit  not  to  consent 
thereto,  but  do  decree  that  the  market  for  cattle 
shall  from  henceforth  be  kept  in  the  Castle  dykes, 
and  not  elsewhere. 

Of  the  [Custodes,  or]  Wardens  and  Constables  of 
the  Castle, 

The  Castle  of  Norwich  was  from  time  to  time  Cu&todes. 
committed  by  the  King  to  a custos,  or  warden,  and 
to  a constable  under  him,  who  were  to  take  care 
that  it  should  be  safely  kept  to  the  King’s  use,  and 
to  see  to  the  repairing  of  it  when  necessary. 

And  these  were  the  custodes  and  constables  of 
it  that  I have  met  with. 

Ralph,  earl  of  the  East  Angles,  who  rebelled 
against  the  Conqueror,  seems  to  have  had  the 
custody  of  this  castle  under  him.  After  which^ 

I do  not  find  that  any  king  thought  it  convenient 
to  make  an  earl  of  Norfolk  custos  of  it  (saving  that 
* But  query  for  the  Bigods  ? 
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Bigot,  1173. 


Hen^Ti^^r  rebclHous  King  Henry,  the  son  of  King 

t^d^to^HugT  Second,  the  better  to  attach  Hugh 

Bigot  to  his  party,  promised  the  custody  of  our 
said  Castle  to  him  and  his  heirs  for  ever,  A.D. 
1173.  But  this  never  took  effect.) 

Note.  In  old  time,  such  grants  of  principal  Cas- 
tles, vs^ith  the  sheriffalty  of  counties,  were  often 
made  by  the  Kings,  as  King  Henry  I.  granted  or 
confirmed  to  Walter  de  Beauchamp  the  castle  of 
Worcester  and  sheriffalty  of  Worcestershire,  which 
had  been  held  by  Urso  de  Abitot  hereditarily  in 
the  time  of  King  William  the  Conqueror,  whose 
daughter  and  heir,  Emeline,  this  Walter  married. 
King  Stephen  dispossessed  his  son,  William  de 
Beauchamp,  of  the  said  castle,  which  hereditarily 
descended  to  him  from  Urso  aforesaid  ; but  Maud, 
the  empress,  restored  it  to  him,  to  hold  of  her  and 
her  heirs  in  capite,  together  with  the  sheriffalty  of 
that  county,  &c.  \¥alter,  his  grandson,  1 Henry 
III.,  had  restitution  of  his  Castle  of  Worcester 
and  sheriffalty  of  the  county,  to  enjoy  till  the  King 
should  be  fourteen  years  of  age,  &c.  Thomas 
Beauchamp,  earl  of  Warwick,  18  Edward  III.  had 
a grant  of  the  sheriffalty  of  Warwick  and  Leicester 
shires  for  term  of  life. 

In  like  manner.  King  William  Rufus  bestowed 
on  Richard  de  Redvers,  earl  of  Devon,  the  castle 


Dugd.  Bar. 
V.  1.  p.  225, 
226, 232. 
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of  Exeter,  with  the  sheriffalty  of  the  county  of 
Devon,  which  his  father  had  before,  paying  a cer- 
tain annual  rent. 

But  King  William  the  Conqueror,  in  the  ninth 
year  of  his  reign,  made  Hubert,  the  second  son  of 
Hubert  de  Bya,  governor  of  it. 

And  the  constableship  of  the  same  castle  was 
granted  by  H.  de  Bya  to  Hubert  [Qu.  Bichard  ?] 
de  Bavent  and  his  heirs,  as  we  find  in  a petition 
to  the  Parliament,  4 Edward  III. 

It  seems,  from  the  pipe  roll  of  16  King  John, 
that  Bobert  Fitz  Boger,  of  Clavering,  had  lately 
the  custody  of  it.  For  thus  we  find  in  the 
record,  viz.  Margaret,  who  was  the  wife  of  Bobert 
Fitz  Boger  [gave]  1,000  marks  to  have  seisin  of 
her  whole  inheritance,  whereof  the  aforesaid 
Bobert  was  seised  the  day  whereon  he  died.  So, 
neverthelsss,  that  she  shall  stand  to  the  law,  if 
any  person  will  implead  her  ; and  reserving  in  the 
King's  hand  the  Castle  of  Norwiz,  so  long  as  it  shall 
please  the  king : and  thus  also,  that  she  may  have 
right  in  the  King’s  Court  concerning  her  inheri- 
tance, which  her  father  had  on  the  day  when  he 
died,  &c. 

This  Margaret  (or,  as  she  is  elsewhere  called, 
Margery)  was  the  daughter  and  heir  of  William 


Id.  V.  I.  p.254). 


Le  Neve. 
Dugd.  Bar. 
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de  Kaysneto  (or  Cheyney)  lord  of  the  barony  of 
Horsford,  which  William,  being  many  years  sheriff 
of  Norfolk  and  Suffolk,  in  Henry  the  Second’s 
time,  if  not  in  King  Stephen’s,  was  often  sur- 
named  ( Viscomes  or)  the  sheriff ; and  having,  pro- 
bably, on  that  account,  resided  much  at  Norwich 
(in  the  Castle  I suppose),  he  was  otherwise  called 
William  de  Norwico.  His  brother  John  was  sheriff, 
1137 ; who  I take  to  be  the  same  with  John  de 
Norwico,^  one  of  the  witnesses  to  the  Charter  of 
Agreement  made  between  King  Stephen  and 
D.  Henry,  A.D.  1153;  and  their  father,  who  was 
Robert  Fitz  Walter  (founder  of  St.  Faith’s  Ab- 
bey, at  Horsham,  near  Norwich),  had  also  been 
sheriff  of  these  counties  in  King  Henry  the  First’s 
time. 

And  from  the  said  surname  de  Norwico  * but 
more  clearly  from  the  clause  about  our  Castle  in 
the  said  roll,  the  custody  of  it  seems  to  have  been 
granted  by  King  Henry  I.  or  II.  to  this  family. 
Mag.  Rot.  17  And  in  the  pipe  roll  of  the  following  year, 
fndSuS^Le  John  Maresh  all  and  John  [Qw.  Robert?]  Fitz  Roger 

Neve  & Dugd.  ^ 

Bar.v.i.p.107  (Qu.  ancestor  of  the  family  de  Thorp:)  are  men- 
p.599.  John  in  tioned  to  be  custodes,  made  governors  of  the  Cas- 
ties  of  Norwich  and  Orford.f 

Q*  There  appears  to  be  some  error  here,  as  the  family  of  De 
Norwico,  or  De  Norwich,  were  a junior  branch  of  the  Bigods.] 
f The  custody  of  the  said  Castle  was  committed  by  King 
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The  same  year,  (the  said  Fitz  Rog'er  adhering  to  Pat  i7.  John 

^ ® ^ m 18  Dug.  Bar. 

the  baron’s  party  against  the  King)  by  the  King’s  v.  i.  693. 
patent,  the  great  Hubert  de  Burgo  was  constituted 
governor,  A.D.  1215,  July  19. 

The  same  year,  Thomas  de  Burgo,  brother  of 
Hubert,  was  [castellanus]  governor,  but  deserted 
it  upon  the  approach  of  the  army  of  Lewis. 

But  although  he  fled  in  hope  to  escape,  he  was 
taken  prisoner  and  put  under  safe  keeping.  His 
brother  Hubert  defended  valiantly  the  Castle  of 
Dover.  Yet  Lewis  had  good  hope  that  through 
the  means  of  Thomas  de  Burgh  he  should  per- 
suade him  to  yield  it,  and  assayed  to  obtain  his 
purpose  by  threatening  to  hang  Thomas  before 
his  brother’s  face  if  he  would  not  yield  the  sooner; 
but  in  vain.  Then  he  sought  to  win  him  by  large 
offers  of  money,  and  lastly,  threatened  to  put  all 
within  it  to  death.  But  such  was  the  singular 
constancy  of  Hubert  that  he  would  not  be  terrified 
nor  corrupted,  but  maintained  the  Castle  against 
all  the  fierce  assaults  of  the  Frenchmen.  Hoiiingshed, 

&c. 

John,  to  John  Lord  Marshall  and  John  Fitz  Robert,  SherilF  of 
Norfolk  and  Suffolk  jointly. — Peerage  of  England,  voL  ii. 
part  2,  page  221. 

The  said  John  Fitz  Robert  was  sheriff  in  the  sixteenth  and 
seventeenth  of  King  John,  and  in  the  seventeenth  year  John 
Mareschal  was  associated  with  him  in  the  sheriffalty. — -Dugd, 

Bar.  Vol.  i.  p.  599,  ex.  Par.  17.  John  in  22. 
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Pat.  1 Hen. 
III.  in  6. 


Communia 
Mich  25. 
Hen.  Ill 


Mich  26, 

Hen.  III. 

Com.  in  Scacc. 


Pat. 45  H.III. 
in  3 and  8. 
apud  Dugd. 
Bar.  V.  i.  p. 
376. 


And  William  de  Bellomonte,  marshal  of  the 
Lord  Lewis,  held  the  Castle  of  Norwich  for  him. 

In  the  25  Henry  III.  it  was  ordered  in  the 
Exchequer  that  the  Sheriff  of  Norfolk  and  Suffolk 
should  have  the  custody  of  this  Castle  and  that 
of  Orford,  and  at  his  own  charges,  &c. 

And  the  year  after  the  said  counties  and  cus- 
tody were  accordingly  committed  to  Hamon  Pas 
selew  during  the  King’s  pleasure,  under  the  same 
farm  and  in  the  same  manner  in  which  Henry  de 
Neketon  (late  sheriff)  had  them. 

45  Henry  III.  Philip  Marmion  of  Tamworth 
Castle,  was  made  sheriff  and  custos  of  Norwich 
Castle  and  that  of  Orford. 

And  thus  it  continued  many  years.  And  agree- 
ably hereto,  I have  seen  the  copy  of  a writ  of 
Dedimus  potest atem  of  1 1 Edward  II.  to  Robert 
de  Langele,  Prior  of  Norwich,  of  the  following 
tenor : 

Edward,  by  the  grace  of  God  King  of  England, 
Lord  of  Ireland,  &c.  to  our  beloved  in  Christ,  the 
Prior  of  the  church  of  the  Holy  Trinity  of  Nor- 
wich, greeting.  Whereas  we  have  committed  to 
our  beloved  and  faithful  John  Howard,  the  coun- 
ties of  Norfolk  and  Suffolk,  and  our  Castle  of  Nor- 
wich, with  their  appurtenances,  to  keep  so  long  as 
it  shall  please  us,  even  as,  &c.  We  hereby  give 
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you  power  of  receiving  the  oath  of  the  same  John 
according  to  the  tenor  of  a schedule  inclosed, 

&c.  And  command  that  you  certify  us  hereof, 
under  your  seal  without  delay.  Witness  myself 
at  Ware,  13th  October,  in  the  eleventh  year  of 
our  reign. 

Dugdale,  in  his  Baronage,  has  observed  that  he 
was  this  year  made  governor.  n^  Regist^f' 

Eccles.  Cath.  Norw.  No.  107, 

5 Edward  III.  Roger  de  Kerdeston  was  made  pugd  Ear.  v. 

® 11.  p.  1 13.  Rol. 

sheriff  of  Norfolk  and  Suffolk,  and  governor  of 
the  Castle  at  Norwich. 


Of  the  Constables  in  Particular. 

Pal.  48. 

Henry  III.  John  de  Vallibus,  or  Vaux,  was  Hen.  in.  m. 

12.  D.  Rymer. 

constable,  48  Henry  III.,  and  51  Henry  III.  i p* 

d<nQ  Jrdit*  Ol« 

Hen.  III.  (Dugd.  Bar.  v.  i.  p.  265.  Governor.) 

Edward  I.  Peter  de  Wytefeld,  constable,  Tho- 
mas Spigurnell,  constable. 

Edward  II.  Magister  William  de  Ruddham,  Rot.  extract 

Inquisic. 

constable  16  Edward  II.  Hundr.deHu- 

milyerd  3 Edw.  I.  in  Cur.  Re.  cept.  Scaccar. 


Edward  III.  Roger  Clerk,  constable,  39  Ed- 
ward III. 


Arch.  E.  N. 
Arch.  E.  N. 


Richard  II.  The  custody  of  the  Castle  of  Nor-  ciaus.SRicb. 

^ II.  in.  35. 

wich,  with  the  King’s  gaol  there,  was  granted  to 
John  de  Gray  for  life,  5 Richard  11. 

Henry  IV.  John  Reymes,  constable,  10  Henry  Rot.cong.  and 

Comp.  Thes. 

IV.  10  Hen.  IV. 
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Pat.  1 Ed.  IV. 
m 16  Dug.  Bar. 
V.  ii.  p.  265. 

Le  Neve  ex 
MS.  Compot. 
J.  H.mil. 

Pat.  1 H.  VII. 
pars  2. 


Compot.  ea- 
rner. 5 H.  VII. 


Dug.  Bar.  v.  ii 
p.  306,  ex  Pat. 
3 Hen.  VIII. 
p.  3,  and  7 
Hen.  VIII. 
p.  3. 


Henry  V. 

Henry  VI. 

Edward  IV.  Constituted  constable.  Sir  John 
Howard,  knight,  constable,  4 Edward  IV. 

Henry  VII.  William  Willaughby,  1 Henry  VII. 
had  a grant  of  the  office  of  constable  and  keeper 
of  Norwich  Castle  for  life,  with  the  fees  as  in  the 
times  of  Edward  III.  and  Richard  II.,  dated  5th 
March. 

Henry  Wyot,  the  next  year,  had  a grant  of  the 
constableship  of  the  Castle  of  Norwich,  and  cus- 
tody thereof,  and  of  the  gaol  there  for  life,  with 
the  fees  belonging,  dated  4th  September,  Pat.  2, 
Hen.  VII.  (alias  1 1th  October,  1 H.  VII.,  part 
3.  Q.?)  H.  Wyot  was  constable,  5 Henry  VII. 

Henry  VIII.  Thomas  Bullen,  one  of  the  knights 
for  the  King’s  body  (afterwards  Earl  of  Wiltshire) 
was  in  the  3d  Henry  VIII.  constituted  governor 
of  this  Castle,  jointly  with  Sir  Henry  Wyot,  knight, 
master  of  the  King’s  jewel-house.  And  7 H. 
VIII.,  was  made  constable  thereof  alone. 

Edward  VI.  Sir  John  Godsalve,  knight,  was 
lieutenant  of  the  Castle,  3 Edward  VI.,  as  is 
before  mentioned. 

Queen  Mary. 

Elizabeth. 
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James  I.  Robert  Moore,  4 James  L,  had  a 
grant  of  the  office  of  keeper  of  this  Castle,  with 
usual  fees  for  term  of  life. 

Fees  of  the  Gustos  and  Constable. 

The  fee  of  the  keeper  of  the  Castle  which  was 
allowed  by  the  King  to  the  sheriff  [in  his  accompt] 
yearly,  was  twenty  pounds,  as  appears  Clause  5, 
Ric.  II.  m,  35. 

The  fee  of  the  constable  of  the  Castle  £23.  8^., 
4 Edward  IV.  was  £6.  13^.  Ad. 

Item  received  of  the  under-sheriff  of  Norfolk  for 
iny  master’s  fee  for  constabylshappe  of  Norwich, 
£6.  13^.  Ad. 

An  inquest  was  taken,  6 Richard  II.,  concern- 
ing the  fees  due  to  the  constable  hereof. 

And  in  a list  of  the  several  officers  of  the 
King’s  Courts,  Customs,  &c.,  castles,  &c.,  by 
Captain  Lazarus  Haward,  1660,  is  noted  : — 

£.  s.  d. 

Constable  of  the  Castle  of  Norwich,  fee  13  6 8 

Keeper  thereof,  fee 6 13  4 


END. 


Pat.  4,  Jac.  1. 
Le  Neve. 


Ex.  Rotul. 
Scaccarij. 


Compot.  Jo- 
han Braine. 
Servient,  Dni, 
Johan.  How- 
ard Milit.  Le 
Neve. 

Inquis.  6 R.  2. 
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